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First Ten Amendments to the Constitution 


Article I. Congress shall make no law respect- 
ing an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of 
speech, or of the press; or the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Govern- 
ment for a redress of grievances. 


Article II. a well-regulated militia being 
necessary to the security of a free state, the right of 
the people to Keep and bear arms shall not be 


infringed. 


Article Tik No soldier shall, in time of 
peace, be quartered in any house, without the 
consent of the owner, nor in time of war, but in a 
manner to be prescribed by law. 


Aricle [Vane right of the people to be 
secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects 
against unreasonable searches and seizures shall 
not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, but 
upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirma- 
tion, and particularly describing the place to be 
searched, and the persons or things to be seized. 


Article Vv, No person shall be held to answer 
for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on 
a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except 
in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the 
militia, when in actual service in time of war or 
public danger; nor shall any person be subject for 
the same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life 
or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; 
nor shall private property be taken for public use, 
without just compensation. 


Article VI - In all criminal prosecutions the 
accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public 
trial, by an impartial jury of the state and district 
wherein the crime shall have been committed, which 
district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of 
the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses 
against him; to have compulsory process for obtain- 
ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the assis- 
tance of counsel for his defense. 


Article Wil T., msuits at common law, where 
the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, 
the right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and no 
fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise re-examined in 
any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Article VI TI. Excessive bail shall not be 


required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and 
unusual punishments inflicted. 


Article IX. he enumeration Gn the 
Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed 
to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 


Article X. tie powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited 
by it to the states, are reserved to the states respec- 
tively, or to the people. 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


Fraud of Social Security 


Your articles on Social Security in your Feb- 
ruary 21 issue were very informative, but they 
left out one very important thing. Policemen, 
firemen, and teachers are being denied 60 
percent of their Social Security benefits. Are 
you next? What kind of “needs” test will be 
applied to you? Here is my experience with 
“trusting government.” 

I was a police officer for 24 years and re- 
tired in 1989. I was also a U.S. Marine, a 
wood carver, an outdoor writer for a local 
paper, and a charter captain. 

When I went to the Social Security office to 
apply for my benefits at age 62, the first thing 
I noticed was an armed guard at the door. I 
laughed to myself at that one. Next I noticed 
that there were about six windows with clerks 
behind them. Each window was fitted with 
a heavy door, presumably meant to protect 
the clerk from an outraged client. Once I was 
seated I looked around and discovered that I 
was the only senior citizen there! The other 
30 or so people were all young, and many 
had children. I am reminded that as a senior 
I am accused of depleting the Social Secu- 
rity funds by the very act of surviving long 
enough to be able to qualify for them. 

This whole scenario is a fraud. For 22 
years I paid into Social Security because po- 
lice pay was not that good and almost all of 
us had several part-time jobs. On these jobs 
you paid Social Security. Every year I got a 
statement from Social Security saying what 
my benefits would be when I reached retire- 
ment age. The last one said I would receive 
$550.00 per month and that is what I planned 
on. The first shock came when the clerk re- 
duced my benefits by 20 percent because 
I applied at age 62 in 2002. The next one 
came when she reduced the remainder by 60 
percent because I had a Police Retirement. 
My benefits are now at $174.00 per month. 
The heavy doors in each clerk’s booth were 
meant for people like me, naive enough to 
believe that I would actually receive what I 
had worked for. 

Had the funds that I had contributed to 
Social Security been 


EXTRA COPIES AVAILABLE 
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placed in some sort of protected invest- 
ment, it would have been out of the hands 
of scheming politicians who can erase your 
wealth with the stroke of a pen. Instead of 
saying I planned wisely for my retirement, I 
am branded a greedy double-dipper. I hope 
President Bush can right this wrong and pro- 
tect future retirees from politicians and their 
wealth redistribution schemes. 
PAUL BAUMANN 
Bokeelia, Florida 


Conforming to the WTO 


I was rereading THE NEw AMERICAN issue 
“The Crushing Force of the WTO” (January 
10, 2005) and listening to the news concern- 
ing the Bush budget. I perked up when it was 
announced that the proposed budget included 
a planned reduction in farm subsidies. Some 
farm subsidies in the United States have 
come into conflict with Article 13 of the 
WTO Agreement on Agriculture. It seems 
that the recent ruling clears the way for “the 
EU, Japan and five other governments . . . to 
slap tariffs on American imports.” 

Then I read your article further and found 
that Bush stated, ‘““We’ve worked hard to 
comply with the WTO. [ll work with Con- 
gress to get into compliance.” 

Now I know why Bush’s budget reduced 
farm subsidies — not to comply with our 
Constitution, but rather to conform to the 
WTO Agreement. 

DavID EISENBERG 
Tucson, Arizona 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editor @thenewamerican.com. Due to volume 
received, not all letters can be answered. Letters 
may be edited for space and clarity. 


CORRECTION: In the Exercising the 
Right story “Scrappy Old Soldier” in 
our January 24 issue, we misidentified 
the location of the incident. Leonard 
Gamage is from Macomb, Illinois. 
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INSIDER REPORT 


9/11: Release of FAA Report Confirms Whistle-blower Charges 


A previously undisclosed report of the 9/1 1 Commission shows that 
in the months prior to September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, Federal 
Aviation Administration officials reviewed dozens of intelligence 
reports concerning Osama bin Laden and al-Qaeda, some of which 
specifically discussed airline hijackings and suicide operations. 
Release of the report had been blocked for five months by the 
Bush administration, angering some of the commission members, 
who had urged that the information be made public. The declassi- 
fied report that was released on February 9 has many references 
blacked out, and commission members are urging that the admin- 
istration release the full report. 

Among other things, the report says that leaders of the FAA re- 
ceived 52 intelligence reports from their security branch that men- 
tioned bin Laden or al-Qaeda from April to September 10, 2001. 
That represented half of all the intelligence summaries in that time. 
Five of the intelligence reports specifically mentioned al-Qaeda’s 
training or capability to conduct hijackings, the report said. 

The declassified report reinforces the claims of FAA whistle- 


They knew: A recently declassified report shows that the FAA had repeated 
warnings about al-Qaeda’s desire to hijack planes prior to 9/11, backing up 
statements that FAA whistle-blower Bogdan Dzakovic (above) made to the 9/11 


Commission. 


blower Bogdan Dzakovic, who testified before the 9/11 Commis- 
sion concerning the FAA’s stubborn refusal to implement security 
reforms, even in the face of repeated warnings. (Mr. Dzakovic 
was the principal subject of our October 18, 2004 article, “Un- 
friendly Skies.”) At the time of the 9/11 attacks, Dzakovic was a 
14-year veteran of the Security Division of the FAA. Since 1995, 
he had served as a Team Leader of the FAA’s elite Red Team, 
which conducted undercover tests on airport security through 
simulated terrorist attacks. 

“We were extraordinarily successful in destroying U.S. Flag 
commercial aircraft and killing large numbers of innocent people 
in these simulated attacks,’ Dzakovic told the 9/11 Commission 
on May 22, 2003. “This occurred with such regularity and ease,” 
he noted, “as to present a frightening picture of the sorry state of 
aviation security on a worldwide basis, including our domestic 
airports.” It was Special Agent Dzakovic’s job to think like a 
terrorist and to expose security weaknesses so that they could be 
corrected. He was very good at his job. The problem was (and is, 
even after 9/11) that despite all the hi-octane talk from 
officialdom about stepping up aviation security, very 
little effort was made to fix the outrageous failures that 
were an open invitation to terrorists and a virtual guar- 
antee of future catastrophe. 

“Although we breached security with ridiculous ease 
up to 90% of the time,” Dzakovic told the commission, 
“the FAA suppressed these warnings. Instead we were 
ordered not to write up our findings [in some cases] 
and not to retest airports where we found particularly 
egregious vulnerabilities to see if the problems had been 
fixed. Finally, the agency started providing advance no- 
tification of when we would be conducting our ‘under- 
cover’ tests and what we would be checking.” 

What is most distressing is that the Transportation 
Security Administration, the branch of the new De- 
partment of Homeland Security that has absorbed the 
FAA’s security functions, has promoted many of the 
same officials responsible for the neglect that permitted 
the 9/11 hijackings. 


White House Raises Prescription Drug Cost Estimate — Again 


On February 9, the Bush administration released estimates that a 
new federal program to provide prescription drug coverage to Medi- 
care recipients would cost $724 billion over the next 10 years. 

The administration had lobbied hard for the prescription drug 
program, winning congressional approval in November 2003. At 
the time, the administration had estimated that the program would 
cost $400 billion over 10 years, and many Republicans voted for 
it, fearing that the alternative would be a far more expensive ver- 
sion of the legislation backed by liberal Democrats. The following 
January, the administration revised its estimate upward to $534 
billion over 10 years and upward again recently to $724 billion. 
However, because the prescription drug benefit does not kick in 
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until January 2006, the administration argues that the $724 billion 
cost estimate for 2006-2015 should not be compared to the $534 
billion cost estimate for 2004-2013. 

Two days after the administration released the $724 billion 
estimate, President Bush threatened to veto any bill that would 
scale back the prescription drug program. “I signed Medicare re- 
form proudly, and any attempt to limit the choices of our seniors 
and to take away their prescription drug coverage under Medicare 
will meet my veto,” he said on February 11. That’s quite a state- 
ment, coming as it does from a reputed fiscal conservative who, 
after more than four years in the presidency, has yet to veto a 
spending bill. 


INSIDER REPORT 


UN-created Pederast Underground 


Didier Bourguet is on trial in his native France for charges of 
sexual abuse and rape in Congo while working as a UN transport 
worker. His defense attorney, Claude de Boosere-Lepidi, told the 
court “that there was a network of UN Personnel who had sex 
with underage girls and that Bourguet had engaged in similar ac- 
tivity in a previous UN posting in the Central African Republic,” 
reported the February 12 Los Angeles Times. 

“Bourguet’s case is the only one that has been prosecuted 
among 150 allegations against about 50 soldiers and UN civilian 
officials who have served in the Congo peacekeeping mission,” 
continued the Times. “At least seven cases of sexual exploitation 


Child abuse: Yet another case of abuse of power has taken place under the 
auspices of the UN. Numerous reports of child abuse have been emerging from 
African countries that have UN peacekeeping missions. 


and abuse have been documented against peacekeepers based in 
Bunia, a northeastern town.” 

On February 11, the ABC News program 20/20 broadcast pho- 
tographs extracted from the hard drive of Bourguet’s computer, 
which “reportedly contained thousands of photos of him with 
hundreds of girls. In one frame, a tear can be seen rolling down 
the cheek of a victim.” 

“Peacekeepers” and civilian UN personnel would entice des- 
perate Congolese girls with offers of food. One 12-year-old girl, 
identified only as “Helen,” told the December 18 New York Times 
about being lured into a “peacekeeper’s” tent when the foreign 
soldier offered her a cup of milk. “After she gulped it 
down,” the paper reported, “the foreign soldier pulled 
Helen ... into his bed, she said. About an hour later, he 
gave her a dollar, put a finger to his lips and pushed her 
out of his tent...” 

“Tn this same eastern outpost, another United Nations 
peacekeeper, unable to communicate with a 13-year-old 
Swahili-speaking girl who walked past him, held up a 
cookie and gestured for her to draw near,” continued 
the New York Times account. “As the girl, Solange, who 
recounted the incident with tears in her eyes,... reached 
for the cookie, the soldier reached for her. She, too, said 
she was raped.” 

Not surprisingly, given her fears of reprisal from both 
her family and from other UN-connected predators, So- 
lange declined to avail herself of medical or counseling 
services offered by a nearby UNICEF facility. The slo- 
gan of the UN Children’s Fund, incidentally, is: “Every 
child is our child” — a motto that takes on a grim under- 
tone in light of the UN’s uncanny ability to foster child 
exploitation wherever it puts into practice its peculiar 
variety of benevolence. 


The UN’s Claim to Moral Authority 


Back in 2001, the United States was voted off the UN’s Human 
Rights Commission for the first time since its inception in 1947. 
When that happened, a variety of reasons were given as to why 
such a vote occurred: the U.S. opposed the Kyoto treaty on climate 
change (a treaty based on highly flawed and disputed “science” 
that would have seriously damaged the American economy); the 
U.S. insisted upon creating a missile defense system (strictly de- 
fensive, it did not have offensive capabilities); the U.S. had the 
death penalty (we executed convicted murderers); the U.S. im- 
posed trade sanctions on Iraq after the Gulf War (these sanctions, 
ironically, were the outgrowth of a UN-led effort). 

The countries voting against the U.S. deemed these actions to 
be human rights violations. Supposedly, because the countries 
were morally indignant about our “violations,” they censured the 
U.S. In reality, the censure of the U.S. was a petty political ma- 
neuver, reflecting the UN’s anti-U.S. agenda. 

A recent action at the UN again exemplifies the lack of credibil- 


ity the UN has in making claims of moral authority. Cuba, Zimba- 
bwe, and Saudi Arabia have been named to the five-member group 
called the Working Group on Situations, which is the screening 
panel that decides which accusations of human rights abuse will 
be scrutinized by the UN Human Rights Commission. 

None of these countries holds human rights in high regard. 
In Saudi Arabia, women are treated as inferior to men, and “in 
Zimbabwe, Robert Mugabe’s dictatorship is imitating Stalin by 
seizing private farms and driving millions toward starvation,” 
noted the February 10 Investor’s Business Daily. The article also 
commented: “Fidel Castro’s Cuba fails the human-rights test on 
all counts.” 

Those who have long defended the UN, using the justification 
of the need for the UN’s moral guidance, need only to examine 
the day-to-day happenings at the UN, and the fact that Russia 
has been on the Human Rights Commission since 1947, to know 
there is no such guidance. 
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Feds Scrutinize Pastor’s Sermons 


Rey. Randy Steele, senior pastor at Southwest Christian Church 
in Mount Vernon, Illinois, thought that “somebody in my church 
might have done something” when he received a phone call from 
the FBI last November. It wasn’t until part way through an in- 
terview with two FBI agents later that day that the 32-year-old 
pastor realized that he was the subject of the inquiry. 

The agents quizzed the pastor about a sermon he had preached 
on Memorial Day that compared the aggregate casualty count 
of America’s wars to the number of children murdered through 
abortion since 1973. “It was a sermon about abortion and what 
the Bible says about the sanctity of life,’ Rev. Steele told the 
February 9 issue of The Southern Illinoisan. “But it also dealt 
with how as Christians we need to love and reach out to peo- 
ple and teach them the message of truth about these types of 
issues.” 

An anonymous informant was prompted to “drop a dime” on 
Rey. Steele by the pastor’s description of the struggle against 
abortion as a “different type of war,’ which was likely miscon- 
strued as a call for violence against abortionists or assaults on 
abortion mills. The Southern also noted: “The informant also told 
authorities that during a sermon on homosexuality, Steele said he 
was willing to go to jail for his beliefs, prompting another line 


of questioning by the FBI.” The public-minded informant appar- 
ently wanted to offer the pastor just that opportunity. 

Steele points out that his comment alluded to an incident in 
Canada in which a pastor “was arrested for speaking about ho- 
mosexuality in his church. I related how that pastor told his con- 
gregation that if speaking the truth means going to jail, ‘then by 
golly, that’s where I’m going to be and I’m going to save you a 
seat next to me.’” 

The FBI agents “actually looked through manuscripts from 
several of his sermons, and he actually gave the agents copies of 
the sermons, which he says support his claim that he did not call 
for violence,” continued the newspaper account. At the end of the 
interview, Steele recalls, “I asked them where it goes from here 
and they both told me ‘nowhere.’ They told me they had to check 
me out but they also did not feel I was the person that the caller 
was trying to portray me to be.” 

Referring to the FBI interrogation of Rev. Steele, the Rev. 
Louis P. Sheldon, chairman of the Traditional Values Coalition, 
protested: “This is designed to have a chilling effect on religious 
speech. Pastors who preach from the Bible about issues such as 
abortion and homosexual marriage may now be subject to a fed- 
eral knock on their church door.” 


Annan Calls for UN-led Global Security System 


Speaking on February 13 at a European security conference in Munich, 


UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan called for Europe and the U.S. “to back 
a major overhaul of global security measures used to combat terrorism, 
to keep weapons of mass destruction from spreading and quell regional 


conflicts,” reported the AP. 


“We must strengthen our collective defenses,” insisted Annan. “If New 
York or London or Paris or Berlin were hit by a nuclear terrorist attack, 


41. 


Miunchner Konferenz 
fur Sicherheitspolitik 


11.-13. Februar 2005 


it might not only kill hundreds of thousands in an instant, it could also 
devastate the global economy, thereby plunging millions into poverty in 


developing nations.” 


Ironically, given the UN’s long and notorious history of accommodating 
both terror-sponsoring states and terrorist chieftains like the late, unlament- 
ed Yasir Arafat, Annan declared: “The United Nations must show zero tol- 
erance of terrorism of any kind, for any reason.” This resonant proclamation 
was not accompanied by a repudiation of the UN’s legacy of abetting terror- 
ism in the 1970s, when a series of General Assembly resolutions applauded 
terrorist tactics used in Soviet-sponsored “wars of national liberation.” 

Annan set out an ambitious framework for inspecting nuclear instal- 
lations and other counter-proliferation measures. He also called for UN 
members to “‘adopt a common definition of terrorism and then draft an 
anti-terrorism convention, which should include help for nations to meet 


counter-terrorism requirements,” continued the report. 


On hand to offer support for Annan’s proposal was German Foreign 
Minister Joschka Fischer, himself a veteran of the Soviet-sponsored ter- 
rorist international of the 1960s and 1970s. In addition to endorsing the 
UN’s proposed global security system, Fischer urged closer U.S.-Euro- 
pean Union collaboration as “the backbone of a new world order in the 


21st century.” 
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Talk the talk: UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan (right) is 
shown at the 41st Munich Conference on Security Policy 
next to Horst Teltschik, the chairman of the conference. 
Annan called for an international security policy, heedless of 
the fact that the UN has historically praised and supported 
terrorist organizations. 


United Nations 


Photo courtesy of Ron Paul 


INSIDER REPORT 


National ID Trojan Horse Disguised as Immigration Reform 


The U.S. House of Representatives passed a national ID bill on 
February 10 that the bill’s sponsors claim is an important victory 
for immigration reform and secure borders. However, Rep. Ron 
Paul of Texas, one of eight House Republicans who voted against 
the measure, says the legislation is a Trojan horse. “The bill does 
nothing to address immigration policy,... nor does it propose de- 
porting a single illegal alien already in our country,’ notes Rep. 
Paul. “It does nothing to address the porous border between the 


a 


Opposing Orwellian ID: The Real ID Act, warns Rep. Ron Paul (R-Texas), will 
lead to the creation of a vast database of personal information about U.S. 
citizens, and sets the stage for using tracking technology to keep us under 


constant surveillance. 


U.S. and Mexico, which is the fundamental problem. In reality, 
the bill is a Trojan horse. It pretends to offer desperately needed 
border control in order to con a credulous Congress into sacrific- 
ing more of our constitutionally protected liberty.” 

Congressman Paul warns that the legislation, known as The 
Real ID Act (H.R. 418), would enact another enormous shift of 
power from states to the federal government as well as greatly 
impact the personal freedoms of individual citizens. “Supporters 
claim the national ID scheme is voluntary,” said Rep. 
Paul. “However, any state that opts out will automati- 
cally make non-persons out of its citizens. The citizens 
of that state will be unable to have any dealings with 
the federal government because their ID will not be ac- 
cepted. They will not be able to fly or to take a train. In 
essence, in the eyes of the federal government they will 
cease to exist. It is absurd to call this voluntary, and the 
proponents of the national ID know that every state will 
have no choice but to comply. Federal legislation that 
nationalizes standards for drivers’ licenses and birth cer- 
tificates creates a national ID system pure and simple.” 

Rep. Paul also warns that the bill establishes a huge, 
centrally-coordinated database of highly personal in- 
formation about American citizens. “The bill even pro- 
vides for this sensitive information of American citi- 
zens to be shared with Canada and Mexico!” he notes. 
“Imagine a corrupt Mexican official selling thousands 
of identity files, including Social Security numbers, to 
criminals!” 

The Real ID Act gives authority to the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to expand required information on 
drivers’ licenses, potentially including such biometric 
information as retina scans, finger prints, DNA informa- 
tion, and even Radio Frequency Identification (RFID) 
radio tracking technology. “Including such technology 
as RFID means the federal government, as well as the 
governments of Canada and Mexico, could know where 
American citizens are at all times,” says Rep. Paul. 


White House Reporter’s Porn Background 


For more than a year, Jeff Gannon received daily access to White 
House press briefings as a correspondent for the Talon News Ser- 
vice. During that time he became notorious for lobbing softball 
questions at White House press secretary Scott McClellan and 
filing news stories that consisted of little more than repackaged 
Bush administration press releases. 

During the president’s January 26 press conference, Mr. Bush 
took a question from Gannon dealing with the administration’s 
proposed reform of Social Security. “You’ve said you’re going to 
reach out to [congressional Democrats], commented Gannon. 
“How are you going to work with people who seem to have di- 
vorced themselves from reality?” 

Gannon’s question quoted Nevada Senator Harry Reid as 


making reference to “soup lines.” In reality, that statement was 
Rush Limbaugh’s paraphrase of comments by Reid — a fact that 
Limbaugh highlighted during his January 27 radio program. This 
prompted liberal “blogger” activists on the Internet to look into 
Gannon’s background. The resulting “blog swarm” revealed that 
“Jeff Gannon” was actually James Guckert, an activist with no 
legitimate journalistic experience and a part-time homosexual 
prostitute. 

Guckert was hired by the Delaware-based Bedrock Corp., 
which maintained several pornographic sites on the Internet. 
His personal profile was also found on numerous homosexual- 
themed porn sites, one of which remained online until May 2003, 
one month after he began covering the White House. 
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SNAPSHOTS 


Federal Aid Hasn’t Made Higher Education More Affordable 
“For 60 years, the federal government has been shoveling money 
into programs meant to make college more affordable — yet a col- 
lege degree today is more unaffordable than ever.” 

Columnist Jeff Jacoby writes what few are willing to say as he 
points to the “dizzying array of subsidies” that in 2005 will provide 
“more than $73 billion in overall financial aid to college students.” 


More Scandal at the United Nations 

“Within half an hour I had found about 25 checks worth about $400,000 that had not gone to where 
they were supposed to go.” 

Discoveries in 2003 by UN staff accountant Luckson Ngwira at the Geneva-based, UN-affiliated 
World Meteorological Organization have led to further investigations. It is now believed that as much 
as $3 million has been embezzled by WHO employee Muhammad Hassan, who has disappeared. 


A Proud and Grateful Wife 

“Hallmark is never going to top that.” 

Leslie Phipps was ecstatic about a message that her husband left her after he was seriously injured 
in a railroad accident in California. He wrote messages in his own blood saying, “IOLeslie,” and 
“I Omy kids!” The 44-year-old aerospace worker is recovering, much to the delight of his wife and 
three children, who range in age from 22 to 14. 


Senator Addresses His Colleagues in Spanish 

“Alberto Gonzalez is] one of us and he represents all our hopes and dreams.” 
In his first speech on the floor of the U.S. Senate after being elected last 
November, Florida Republican Mel Martinez delivered his remarks in both 
Spanish and English, the first time any language other than English has been 
used in such a setting. 


usaid.gov 


Would You Want to Attend a School Named “Dummer”? 

“William Dummer, in his will, left us this land ... and it’s not fair to take his name out.” 

Senior student Julie O’Shaughnessy doesn’t like the idea of deleting the name of the school’s found- 
er and original benefactor, even though it prompts jokes directed at both the students and the school 
itself. Located in Byfield, Massachusetts, Governor Dummer Academy carries the name of the gover- 
nor who led the Massachusetts colony during the 1760s. 


Ghanaian Has the Answer to Africa’s Poverty 

“Africa is poor because she is not free. The problem is socialism, corruption, civil war, and top-down 
rule that stomps on traditional and viable African economies.” 

Economist George B.N. Ayittey, a native of Ghana, minces no words in his book, Africa Unchained: 
The Blueprint For Africa’s Future. He recommends terminating all foreign aid subsidies given to cor- 
rupt bosses. 


World Economic Forum’s Arrogance 

“Tf we didn’t exist, someone would need to 
create us.” 

Founder and Executive Chairman of the 
World Economic Forum, Klaus Schwab, 
believes his annual meeting of heads of state, 
cabinet ministers, and global business lead- 
ers in Davos, Switzerland, is the world’s most 
important gathering. We are reminded of Car- 
roll Quigley’s call in Tragedy and Hope for a 
“world system of financial control in private 
hands [administered through] secret agree- 
ments arrived at in frequent private meetings 
and conferences.” @ 
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SOVEREIGNTY 


Sink the Law of the Sea Treaty! 


The Bush administration is pushing for ratification of the UN’s Law of the Sea Treaty, 
which would give control of the oceans and their riches to the world body. 


by William Norman Grigg 


( : onservative Americans who con- 
sider George W. Bush a champion 
of national sovereignty have been 

shocked to learn that the president seeks 
Senate ratification of the UN’s Convention 
on the Law of the Sea Treaty (LOST). De- 
spite the Senate’s refusal thus far to ratify 
the treaty, it went into effect in 1995, and 
elements of the vast regulatory apparatus it 
outlines are already in operation. 

When fully implemented, LOST would 
consummate the largest act of territorial 
conquest in history, turning seven-tenths 
of the Earth’s surface over to the juris- 
diction of the United Nations. It would 
create a mammoth bureaucracy to regu- 
late exploration of the ocean depths and 
commercial development of the seabed’s 
riches. The UN would also be empow- 
ered to collect royalties on seabed mining, 
thereby providing the world body with a 
potentially enormous independent source 
of revenue to fund its agenda for “global 
governance.” 

None of this seems compatible with 
the Bush administration’s reputation for 
flinty-eyed defense of our national inde- 
pendence. Yet during her Senate confir- 
mation hearings in January, Secretary of 
State Condoleezza Rice stated that the 
Bush administration “would certainly 
like to see [LOST] pass as soon as pos- 
sible.... And we very much want to see it 
go into force.” 

“Joining the convention will advance 
the interests of the United States mili- 
tary,’ Rice claimed on January 18. “The 
United States, as the country with the 
largest coastline and the largest exclusive 
economic zone, will gain economic and 
resource benefits from the convention.... 
And the United Nations has no decision- 
making role under the convention in regu- 
lating uses of the oceans by any state party 
to the convention.” 

Rice’s unqualified endorsement of 
LOST lets several important questions go 
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begging. For instance: why is it necessary 
to sign a UN treaty in order to enjoy “eco- 
nomic and resource benefits” from ocean 
territory we already own and control? If 
the UN would have no role in regulating 
the use of oceans within our sphere of in- 
fluence, how would it be in a position to 
grant us the “economic and resource ben- 
efits” referred to by Rice? 

But nobody present at Secretary Rice’s 
confirmation hearings was inclined to ask 
such pointed questions. Foreign Affairs 
Committee Chairman Richard Lugar (R- 
Ind.), a noted Republican internationalist 
who supports ratifying LOST, was de- 
lighted by Rice’s rapturous endorsement 
of the pact. 

“T particularly appreciate your response 
on the Law of the Sea Convention,” com- 
mented Lugar, making specific reference 
to Rice’s assertion that the treaty was 
compatible with U.S. national security in- 
terests. “That’s clearing up an issue some- 
times raised by opponents of the conven- 
tion,” continued the senator, referring to 
widespread criticism of the pact as an in- 
fringement on U.S. sovereignty. He also 
cited Rice’s statement that LOST “does 
not provide for or authorize taxation of in- 
dividuals or corporations” and concluded: 
“IT cannot think of a stronger administra- 
tion statement in support of the Law of the 
Sea Convention.” 


Detailing the Deception 

So great is the administration’s desire to 
implement LOST that its supporters are 
blatantly misrepresenting the treaty’s 
provisions. 

Contrary to Rice’s claim that “the Unit- 
ed Nations has no decision-making role 
under the convention in regulating uses 
of the oceans by any state party to the 
convention,” Article 2, paragraph 3 of the 
treaty explicitly states: “The sovereignty 
over the territorial sea is exercised subject 
to the Convention and to other rules of in- 
ternational law.” As applied to our coun- 
try, the phrase “territorial sea” refers to 
territory presently belonging to the Unit- 
ed States. Under LOST, U.S. sovereignty 
over that territory would, in principle, be 
ceded to the UN. 

Rice’s claim that LOST “does not pro- 
vide for or authorize taxation of individu- 
als or corporations” is similarly dishonest. 
However, getting to the truth of the matter 
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requires wading through page 
after page of murkily written 
bureaucratic language. 

Article 170 of LOST de- 
scribes the “Enterprise,” a 
UN organ that would super- 
vise all scientific, commer- 
cial, and military use of “the 
Area” — all regions of the 
world’s oceans, including the 
seabed and superadjacent at- 
mosphere, beyond the territorial limits of 
coastal nations. 

The “Enterprise” has yet to be created. 
The International Seabed Authority (ISA) 
and its ruling “Council,” however, are up 
and running in Kingston, Jamaica. The 
ISA claims the power to enact rules and 
regulations governing the use of the seas. 
Article 171, dealing with “Funds of the 
Authority,” lists “assessed contributions” 


Rice: Administration backs 
ratification of LOST. 


When fully implemented, LOST would 
consummate the largest act of territorial 
conquest in history, turning seven-tenths 
of the Earth’s surface over to the 
jurisdiction of the United Nations. 


and “funds received by the Authority ... in 
connection with activities in the Area...” 
Annex 3, Article 13 of the treaty sets out 
the “Financial terms of contracts” between 
the UN’s Enterprise and private interests 
seeking to develop seabed resources. Any 
private firm seeking to conduct mining op- 
erations must pay an administrative fee of 
$500,000, in addition to an annual royalty 
to $1 million — with those figures subject 
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Only a few societies have developed the 
means to make profitable use of the ocean 
depths. But the UN insists that the benefits 
of those efforts must be shared with all 
nations — including those suffering under 
corrupt, collectivist regimes that make 


such innovation impossible. 


to revision by the Council. Within a year of 
commercial production, the treaty contin- 
ues, “a contractor shall choose to make his 
financial contribution to the Authority by 
either a) paying a production charge only; 
or b) paying a combination of a produc- 
tion charge and a share of net proceeds.” 
Contractors who choose the first approach, 
predictably, will have to pay a much higher 
fee than those who choose the latter. But 
in either case, they will be paying excise 
taxes to the UN-created “Enterprise.” 


Beyond the Dreams of Avarice 
The UN and its controlling elite have long 
sought to establish a revenue stream cir- 
cumventing national legislative bodies, 
particularly the U.S. Congress. Collect- 
ing royalties on the commercial use of the 
seabed — an incomparable treasure trove 
— would leave the UN awash in literally 
trillions of dollars. The riches of the 
ocean depths were inaccessible until 
after World War II, when Western 
commercial interests — particularly 
U.S. energy companies — began to 
develop the technological means to 
explore and mine the seabed. 
“Oceans cover 71 percent of the 
earth’s surface and are storage tanks 
for minerals washed from the land by 
streams, floods, and tides,” observed 
the late Dan Smoot, a former FBI 
agent and widely admired constitu- 
tional scholar. “Each cubic mile of 
seawater contains 165 million tons 
of solid material, including all pre- 
cious and industrial metals. Enor- 
mous deposits of critically important 
materials — oil, gas, sulphur, salt, 
diamonds — lie beneath the water of 
the oceans. The oceans are also rich 
in foodstuffs that man already uses, 
and in organic substances which 
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man will learn to convert 
into food.” Seawater itself 
abounds in vitally important 
minerals such as bromine 
and magnesium. 

An estimated 10 trillion 
tons of manganese — vital 
for producing steel, and not 
found in the continental 
United States — is found in 
potato-shaped nodules scat- 
tered across the ocean floor. 
Harvesting those nodules 
became possible in the late 1960s when 
a U.S.-based firm called Deepsea Ven- 
tures invested $200 million to develop the 
means of excavating the sea floor at depths 
of one to three miles. 

Even without U.S. participation, the 
UN-created International Seabed Author- 
ity is supervising the process of mapping 
out new underwater territories. “A group 
of ocean mappers at the University of 
New Brunswick [UNB] is redrawing the 
world’s oceans under new rules set by the 
United Nations, divvying up trillions of 
dollars worth of natural resources in huge 
chunks of the sea floor,’ reported CBC 
News on January 29, 2003. “Countries 
have six years to make the case for where 
their boundaries should be, creating what 
UNB mapper David Monahan calls the 
largest land grab in human history.” 

“T think of it as the world’s ocean being 


divided up by this treaty, that’s two thirds 
of the world’s surface,” commented Mon- 
ahan. “It’s almost mind boggling to think 
of how big it is.’ The vast ocean floor 
contains an estimated 20 percent of the 
world’s oil and gas deposits, as well as 
other potential energy sources, such as 
frozen methane. “The amounts of methane 
we know about [are] probably enough to 
run the world for 80 to 100 years,” Mon- 
ahan pointed out. 

The seas would yield resources ad- 
equate to meet the energy and food needs 
of the growing human population — if the 
private sector were permitted to develop 
them. Under customary law dating back 
to the time of Justinian, the seas were free 
to be used by anyone with adequate means 
to do so. On that principle, development 
of deep-sea resources beyond national 
borders, including the seabed, should be 
open to entrepreneurs willing to take the 
necessary risks and make the necessary 
investments. 

But the UN, true to its Marxist pedigree, 
is seeking to lock down control over the 
seas and exploit them for its own ends 
— in the name of “mankind.” 


“Common Heritage” Gambit 

Socialism is based on a proposition best 
phrased as follows: “What’s mine is mine; 
what’s yours is ours.” That is to say, 
through the coercive power of the State, 


Nodules containing manganese 
and other valuable minerals are 
strewn across the sea floor. 
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private property becomes collective prop- 
erty, managed by a supervisory elite. The 
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That seemingly innocent phrase was 
coined by the United Nations in 1967, 
when the world body was led by Burmese 
Marxist U Thant (who praised founding 
Soviet dictator Vladimir Lenin as the in- ¢ In principle, the treaty would assert UN jurisdiction over U.S. territorial waters, and 
spiration for the UN’s concept of “peace- eventually over waterways within our country. 
ful coexistence”). The UN would eventu- 
ally attach the “common heritage” label to 
Antarctica, the atmosphere, Outer Space, 


¢ By asserting UN authority over seven-tenths of the Earth’s surface, LOST would be 
the largest territorial conquest in history. 


@ It would create a huge bureaucratic entity called the “Enterprise” which would regu- 
late and tax all commercial uses of the high seas. 


and the Earth’s oceans. @ By taxing all efforts to develop the wealth of the seabed, the UN would be given a 
By designating something the “com- huge revenue stream, independent of national governments, to push its agenda for 

mon heritage of mankind,” the UN seeks international socialism. 

to globalize Marx’s formula, “from each : —_ £ 

according to his ability, to each according The treaty would require the redistribution of cutting-edge technology from the U.S. to all 


to his need.” Only a few societies have governments in the “developing world,” including extremely repressive governments. 


developed the technological means to 
make profitable use of the ocean depths 


*s The UN's international Seabed camo has outlined ‘each’ Fast 
nation’ S “territorial waters,” which under ‘LOST would fall 
ay ee under the UN’s regulatory authority. The remainder of the 
hh mea eal the: hep Would be the ‘UN's to ‘explolt. ” 


The New American 
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The ocean’s abundance can provide sufficient 
food and energy to meet global human needs. 


or Outer Space. But the UN insists that 
the benefits that flow from those pioneer- 
ing efforts must be shared with all nations 
— including those suffering under cor- 
rupt, collectivist regimes that make such 
innovation impossible. 

LOST represents the first, and most sig- 
nificant, application of the UN’s “common 
heritage” concept. According to article 136 
of LOST, “The Area and its resources are 
the common heritage of mankind.” Article 
137 elaborates that “All rights in the re- 
sources of the Area are vested in mankind 
as a whole, on whose behalf the Authority 
shall act.” 

This triumph of maritime Marxism was 
a joint production of the UN and the ad- 
ministration of “conservative” Republican 
Richard Nixon. 

In December 1969, the UN General 
Assembly adopted a resolution banning 
the exploration of the ocean floor beyond 
each nation’s territorial limits, pending 
the completion of an international seabed 
treaty. In May of the following year, U.S. 
President Richard Nixon offered a coun- 
ter-proposal calling on all nations to adopt 
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a treaty renouncing all claims to undersea 
resources beyond a depth of 200 meters. 
All undersea mining and other resource 
development, whether carried out by gov- 
ernment or private interests, would pay 
royalties to a supervisory international 
body (the envisioned “Enterprise”’). The 
resulting revenue would be distributed as 
“development assistance” to Third World 
nations. 

In brief, Washington’s “outraged” re- 
action to the UN’s attempt to claim the 
oceans was to provide the world body 
with a detailed schematic for accomplish- 
ing its design. 

Beginning in 1973, the UN conducted 
a series of international conferences to 
create a workable convention on the Law 
of the Sea. In those negotiations, Wash- 
ington displayed an almost indecent ea- 
gerness to consummate Nixon’s proposed 
sell-out. In a desperate bid to win accep- 
tance for an early draft of the treaty, re- 
ported the September 2, 1976 San Fran- 
cisco Chronicle, then-Secretary of State 
Henry Kissinger offered “to help devel- 
oping nations set up their own interna- 


Ml STORY Booleans 


tional seabed mining operations.” 

That is, the U.S. taxpayers 
would subsidize the giveaway of 
mining technologies to economic 
competitors in order to entice those 
same nations to agree to a treaty 
intended to lock up UN control 
over the oceans. That proposal is 
enshrined today in Annex 3, Ar- 
ticle 13, subsection (d) of LOST, 
which describes one objective of 
the “Enterprise” as inducing sea- 
bed contractors to agree to transfer 
mining technology, and provide 
technical training, to “the Author- 
ity and [to] developing States.” 

Incredible as it may seem, Kis- 
singer’s offer didn’t placate the 
socialist bloc that dominated the 
Law of the Sea conferences. Call- 
ing themselves the Group of 77 
“developing” nations (or G-77), 
this socialist lobby induced the 
UN General Assembly to approve 
a “Declaration on the Establish- 
ment of a New International Eco- 
nomic Order” in 1974. That decla- 
ration was a manifesto demanding 
what Doug Bandow of the Cato 
Institute calls “Totalitarian Global 
Management” — including “redistribu- 
tion of natural, financial, and technologi- 
cal resources.” 

When LOST was completed in 1982, the 
Reagan administration, confronted with 
insurmountable opposition in the Senate, 
refused to sign the agreement. Twelve 
years later, the Clinton administration 
signed the agreement, but declined to sub- 
mit it for Senate ratification, recognizing 
that the votes simply were not there. With 
the ratifying votes from 50 UN member 
states, the treaty went into force 10 years 
ago. To date, 145 nations have ratified 
the pact, which in 2002 was described by 
Singapore’s Tommy Koh, president of the 
3rd UN Conference on the Law of the Sea, 
as “a comprehensive constitution for the 
oceans” covering “every aspect of the uses 
and resources of the sea.” 


Private Enterprise, or UN “Enterprise”? 
If made available to commercial develop- 
ment, the sea floor could provide ample re- 
sources to deal with our increasing energy 
needs. Turning management of the seabed 
over to the UN would provide that corrupt 
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body with unfathomable wealth — poten- 
tially running into the trillions of dollars 
— to fund its agenda for global control. 

However, largely because the Senate 
has yet to ratify LOST, the “Enterprise” 
has yet to go into operation. But this does 
not mean that the U.S. government has re- 
mained aloof from the LOST “process.” As 
with other elements of the comprehensive 
UN agenda, Washington has been imple- 
menting elements of LOST piecemeal. 

During a briefing at the June 2004 G-8 
summit at the Sea Island resort off Geor- 
gia’s Atlantic coast, Jim Connaughton, 
chairman of the Council on Environmen- 
tal Quality, was asked about a possible 
U.S. role in creating the “Enterprise,” 
once the Senate ratified LOST. Con- 
naughton’s revealing answer described 
the “Law of the Sea Treaty” as “an im- 
portant component ... that we’ve now 
been working with for nearly 30 years.... 
[T]he U.S. Government has actually been 
implementing nearly every chapter of the 
Law of the Sea Treaty since it was first 
adopted. We are now looking for Senate 
ratification in order to ... make some im- 
provements to sections regarding the very 
economic enterprises we talked about, es- 
pecially the deep-sea mining components 
of that.” (Emphasis added.) 

The extent of the Bush administration’s 
plans to implement LOST is illustrated by 
the Bush administration’s U.S. Ocean Ac- 
tion Plan, published in December 2004. 
The objectives set forth in the Ac- 
tion Plan include the following: 
“Support Accession to the UN Con- 
vention on the Law of the Sea.” “As 
a matter of national security, eco- 
nomic self-interest, and internation- 
al leadership, the Bush administra- 
tion is strongly committed to U.S. 
accession to the UN Convention on 
the Law of the Sea,” declares the 
Action Plan, urging Senate ratifica- 
tion of the treaty “as early as pos- 
sible in the [current] Congress.” 

As noted previously, U.S. rati- 
fication of LOST will place our 
territorial seas under UN jurisdic- 
tion. Additionally, the connectiv- 
ity of waterways to the seas will 
provide the means of expanding 
UN jurisdiction over rivers and 
other tributaries within the bor- 
ders of our nation. This principle 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MARCH 7, 2005 


is obliquely alluded to in the 
Bush administration’s Action 
Plan: “The Administration 
will continue to work towards 
an ecosystem-based approach 
in making decisions related 
to water, land, and resource 
management in ways that do 
not erode local and State au- 
thorities and are flexible to 
local conditions.” This will 
require creating “strong part- 
nerships between Federal, 
State, Tribal, and local governments, the 
private sector, international partners, and 
other interests.” (Emphasis added.) 
Granted, language of this sort is diffi- 
cult for most people to understand, since 
it was written by bureaucrats who deliber- 
ately avoid clarity of expression. Digested 
into simple English, the statement above 
means that most U.S. waterways would be 
considered subject to the terms of LOST. 


Global Control 

A suitable example of “ecosystem-based” 
resource management is the federal gov- 
ernment’s “White Water to Blue Water Ini- 
tiative” (WW2BW). The State Department 
and the National Oceanic and Atmospher- 
ic Administration describe WW2BW as a 
“Sustainable Development Partnership” in 
the form of “an international alliance” of 
government agencies, UN-connected bod- 
ies, and radical environmental groups. 


If made available to commercial 
development, the sea floor could provide 
ample resources to deal with our energy 
needs. Turning management of the 
seabed over to the UN would provide that 
corrupt body with unfathomable wealth to 
fund its agenda for global control. 


Although many Americans have never 
heard the phrase “sustainable develop- 
ment,” the concept it refers to poses a 
critical threat to the way of life they enjoy. 
Unveiled by the UN in the late 1980s, 
“sustainable development” describes a vi- 
sion in which the UN, acting as custodian 
of the planet, would regulate all human in- 
teraction with the biosphere. The concept 
is laid out, in exhausting detail, in Agenda 
21 — the mammoth eco-socialist blueprint 
created at the UN’s 1993 Earth Summit in 
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 

David Sitarz, editor of the authoritative 
version of Agenda 21, points out: “Effec- 
tive execution of Agenda 2/ will require 
a profound reorientation of all human so- 
ciety, unlike anything the world has ever 
experienced — a major shift in the priori- 
ties of both governments and individuals 
and an unprecedented redeployment of 
human and financial resources. This shift 
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will demand that a concern for the envi- 
ronmental consequences of every human 
action be integrated into individual and 
collective decision-making at every level.” 
Implementing Agenda 21, Sitarz contin- 
ues, will require the active participation 
“by farmers and consumers, by students 
and schools, by governments and legisla- 
tors, by scientists, by women, by children 
— in short, by every person on Earth.” 
(Emphasis added.) 

To put the concept of “sustainable de- 
velopment” into practice, the UN seeks 
to carve up the world into “bio-regions,” 
which would be governed by councils of 
“stakeholders” — representatives of gov- 
ernment agencies, international organiza- 
tions, environmental activist groups, and 
so on. This is exactly the same mechanism 
described in WW2BW. 

WW2BW is intended to implement 
numerous UN treaties, including LOST. 
Washington has spent millions of dollars 
to promote the program in collaboration 
with several foreign governments and nu- 
merous UN agencies. 

Limited at present to the Caribbean, 
WW2BW is described as “a blueprint for 
future efforts in Africa and the South Pa- 
cific.” Obviously, it would also serve as a 
blueprint for “ecosystem-based” resource 
management in the United States — once 
the Senate ratifies LOST. And it’s reason- 
able to suspect that LOST would serve 
to extend the UN’s global jurisdiction in 
much the same way that a perverted in- 
terpretation of the Constitution’s Interstate 
Commerce Clause has been used since the 
New Deal era to expand federal jurisdic- 
tion over practically every commercial 
activity within the United States. Because 
all waterways are connected, all activities 
— such as farming, manufacturing, and 
recreation — having any impact on those 
waterways would be brought under the 
UN’s jurisdiction. 


Get LOST! 
It’s impossible to believe that a liberal 
Democrat president would be able to 
muster the political capital needed to se- 
cure Senate ratification of LOST. But as 
President Bush famously said following 
the November 2004 election, he intends 
to spend his political capital to enact his 
legislative agenda. 

Because of misplaced partisan loyalty, 
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there is at present little outspoken 
opposition to LOST among Republi- 
can senators. The February 7 Human 
Events published comments from 10 
Republican senators who were asked 
about ratifying LOST. Only one — 
Oklahoma Senator James Inhofe — 
was willing to go on record in frank 
opposition to the pact: “I will fight 
to the bitter end to oppose successful 
ratification.” 

Majority Leader Bill Frist of Ten- 
nessee was studiously equivocal: 
“Both personally and representing 
leadership, I am not going to say how 
I would vote yet.” Other GOP legis- 
lators were dismissive. “I’d have to 
look at it really closely again,” com- 
mented George Allen of Virginia. “T 
don’t think it’s critical,’ yawned Al- 
abama’s Jeff Sessions. “You know, 
Thaven’t looked at it yet,” shrugged 
Mike DeWine of Ohio. 

It’s entirely possible that the ad- 
ministration will seek to do with 
LOST what the first Bush adminis- 
tration did in 1992 to secure Senate 
approval of the UN’s International 
Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights. That treaty was ratified by 
anonymous voice vote, after mid- 
night, as the Senate adjourned for 
vacation. No record exists as to the 
names of those senators who voted 
for that treaty. Given the obvious 
desire of Senate Republicans to sup- 
port the president’s agenda without 
incurring criticism from their con- 
stituents, it’s not difficult to imagine 
the Senate leadership using the same 
cowardly tactic to ratify LOST. 

But this must not be allowed to 
happen. Twice before, ratification of 
LOST has run aground on the for- 
midable reef of public opposition. 
Americans committed to our nation- 
al independence must ensure that the 
treaty is scuttled for good. 


Readers are encour- 
aged to ask their sena- 
tors to oppose the Law 
of the Sea Treaty. Go to 
www.thenewamerican 
.com/congress/contact 
-htm for congressional 


contact information. 


— 
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Unleashing the private sector would make 
available vast deposits of oil, natural gas, 
and other potential energy sources available 
beneath the sea. 


REPRINTS AVAILABLE: Additional copies of this copyrighted ar- 
ticle will be available on or about March 1 at the following prices 
(plus shipping and handling): two copies for $1.00, 25 for 
$10.00, 100 for $35.00, or 1,000 for $300.00. Order from THE 
New American, P.O. Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912: by phone at 
920-749-3784; or online at www.thenewamerican.com. 
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The Dream and the commitment 


Celebrating 50 Years of Service in thet win tities 


Ruckel Properties, Inc. opened its doors for business m the Summeriof, 1955, armed 
with the dream and the commitment to provide the Niceville-ValparaisO twin Clues 
with communities and neighborhoods which would be unequaled in Northwest Florida. 
Today, 50 years later, the area abounds with the fruits of those dreams. 

Ruckel Properties has created the area’s finest and most liveable communities 
and neighborhoods... From Rocky Bayou Country Glub Estates to Fairway Woods to 
Swift Creek. In addition to our residential developments) we own and operate 
Heritage Gardens Funeral Home & Cemetery and Palm Plaza Shopping Center, a vital 
Niceville landmark. 


Ruckel Properties, Inc. today is a team of talented professionals who are recognized 


as the most knowledgeable, progressive, and effective Real Estate Agents and Land 
Development Experts in the area. 
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Old Fashioned, Full Service Real Estate 


TOLL FREE (800-258-5687) = SWIFT CREEK (850-676-1900) "= PALM PLAZA (850-678-2223) 


HERITAGE GARDENS FUNERAL HOME & CEMETERY (690-729-1955) B 
17 N. John Sims Pkwy, Valparaiso, FL 32580 ae 
www.luckelproperties.com 


GOVERNMENT 


Democracy and Tyranny 


Using Iraq as a model, the Bush administration intends to export democracy worldwide. 
But as our Founders warned, and Iraq proves, democracy isn’t synonymous with freedom. 


by William Norman Grigg 


oughly one year ago, 
U.S. soldiers and Ma- 
rines deployed to Iraq 


were caught in an escalating 
conflict with the Mehdi Army, 
a guerrilla force led by radi- 
cal Islamic cleric Muqtada al- 
Sadr. With battles raging in and 
around religious sites in Najaf, 
many thousands of Shi’ite 
Muslims enlisted in al-Sadr’s 
insurrection. 

In April 2004, an Iraqi 
judge, acting on orders from 
the U.S.-created Coalition 
Provisional Authority (CPA), 
issued an arrest warrant charg- 
ing al-Sadr with ordering the 
murder of rival Muslim leader 
Abdel Majid al-Khoei. Tak- 
ing their cue from President 
Bush’s earlier statements about 
terrorist chieftain Osama bin 
Laden, CPA spokesmen de- 
clared that al-Sadr was wanted 
dead or alive. 

Rather than marginalizing 
the radical cleric, that designa- 
tion actually led to a recruit- 
ing windfall as countless Iraqi 
Shiites embraced al-Sadr as 
a nationalist hero. Posters of 
al-Sadr began to materialize 
throughout Najaf and some of 
the poorer sections of Baghdad. The CPA 
responded by issuing an order outlawing 
Iraqis to display portraits of the “anti- 
coalition” cleric. 

Skirmishes and pitched battles with the 
Mehdi Army have killed dozens of U.S. 
soldiers and wounded scores, or hun- 
dreds, of others. By late last year al-Sadr 
had earned a niche alongside Osama and 
Saddam in the official demonology of the 
“war on terror.” 

That al-Sadr is worthy of that designa- 
tion is beyond serious dispute. Yet one 


AP/Wide World 


18 


Will of the people? According to the Bush administration, hundreds 
of Americans died, and thousands more were wounded, to bring 
democracy to Iraq. Many of our troops died fighting forces loyal to 
radical cleric Moqtada al-Sadr, who will play a role in Iraq’s new Shi'ite 
Muslim-dominated government. 


result of the January 30 Iraqi election — 
regarded by the Bush administration and 
its supporters as an unalloyed triumph for 
freedom — may be a prominent role for 
al-Sadr in a new Iraqi government. 
Describing al-Sadr as “‘a good person,” 
Ibrahim al-Jaafari of the United Iraqi Al- 
liance (UIA) told the London Daily Tele- 
graph that al-Sadr and his followers would 
be welcome in a Shiite coalition govern- 
ment. “Moqtadr Sadr’s father [a prominent 
Shiite religious leader] was killed by Sad- 
dam Hussein,” stated Jaafari, whose Shi’ ite 


political coalition emerged as 
an overwhelming favorite in 
early ballot counts. “He has a 
large number of followers. We 
can involve them” 

President Bush and his 
supporters insist that bring- 
ing democracy to Iraq was an 
objective justifying the loss of 
American lives. But it’s diffi- 
cult to imagine that the fami- 
lies of fallen U.S. servicemen 
would consider the elevation 
of al-Sadr and his ilk to be 
an accomplishment worthy of 
such sacrifices. 


Purple Fingers 

Democracy’s triumph in Iraq 
was highlighted in a piece of 
political theater staged during 
President Bush’s 2005 State 
of the Union Address. ““We’ve 
been placed in office by the 
votes of the people we serve,” 
Mr. Bush told the joint session 
of Congress. “And tonight that 
is a privilege we share with 
newly-elected leaders of Af- 
ghanistan, the Palestinian Ter- 
ritories, Ukraine, and a free 
and sovereign Iraq.” 

With that applause line serv- 
ing as the cue, congressional 
Republicans stood and raised 
their hands, displaying right 
index fingers that had been dipped in pur- 
ple ink. This gesture was supposedly done 
in solidarity with those who had voted a 
few days earlier in Iraq’s national election. 
But the “finger salute” was a partisan ex- 
ercise intended to recognize Mr. Bush as 
Iraq’s liberator. 

Lost in this orgy of cynical partisan self- 
congratulation was the fact that it wasn’t 
Mr. Bush who pressed for a general elec- 
tion. Instead, it was the Grand Ayatollah 
Ali al-Sistani, the Iranian-born religious 
leader of Iraq’s Shi’ite Muslim majority. 
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As an exponent of a revolutionary ver- 
sion of Islam similar to that ruling Iran, 
Sistani has no interest in liberty as we 
would recognize it. But because he under- 
stood that majority rule would turn power 
over to his faction, the Ayatollah pressed 
for elections and issued a fatwa (religious 
decree) ordering his adherents to the polls. 
In fact, the Ayatollah was so enthusiastic 
about the triumph of Iraqi democracy that 
his decree specified that women should 
vote, even if they had to defy their hus- 
bands to do so. 

“A year ago,” noted a February 6 Los 
Angeles Times dispatch from Baghdad, 
“hundreds of thousands of [Sistani’s] fol- 
lowers took to the streets to support a faster 
timetable [for elections] than one proposed 
by the U.S. And, even more impressively, 
Sistani was able to send them home, as if 
he were turning off a tap. Once elections 
were set, he engineered the formation of a 
largely Shiite slate of candidates.... Sistani 
let the slate use his picture on its campaign 
materials and he issued a fatwa ... mak- 
ing voting a duty on a par with fasting in 
Ramadan” — one of the highest religious 
obligations for faithful Muslims. 


“4 


In both physical appear- 
ance and political strategy, 
Sistani bears a remarkable 
resemblance to Iran’s late, 
unlamented Ayatollah Kho- 
meini, who took power in Iran 
in February 1979. Like Kho- 
meini, Sistani merges the con- 
cepts of Islamic religion with 
a decidedly modern variety of 
revolutionary politics. Profes- 
sor Juan Cole of the Universi- 
ty of Michigan notes, “the lan- 
guage that Sistani uses in Arabic is quite 
distinctly drawn from the Enlightenment,” 
particularly from Jean-Jacques Rousseau, 
the prophet of the French Revolution. 

Rousseau pioneered the totalitarian 
concept of the State as the all-powerful 
agent of the “General Will.” He also de- 
vised the notion of the “Civil Religion,” 
which he defined as “a purely civil pro- 
fession of faith of which the sovereign 
should fix the articles, not exactly as re- 
ligious dogmas, but as social sentiments 
without which a man cannot be a good 
citizen or a faithful subject.” 

Under Rousseau’s formula, all citizens 
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resident Bush and his supporters insist 
ringing democracy to Iraq was an 
tive justifying the loss of American 
Ss. But it’s difficult to imagine that the 
ies of fallen U.S. servicemen would 
consider the elevation of al-Sadr and his 
ilk to be worthy of such sacrifices. 


would be compelled to profess the tenets 
of Rousseau’s civil religion, and dissent- 
ers would be dealt with severely: “It [the 
sovereign] can banish from the state who- 
ever does not believe them — it can banish 
him, not for impiety, but as an anti-social 
being, incapable of truly loving the laws 
and justice, and of sacrificing, at need, his 
life to his duty. If any one, after publicly 
recognizing these dogmas, behaves as if he 
does not believe them, let him be punished 
to death: he has committed the worst of all 
crimes, that of lying before the law.” 

As David Farber illustrates in Taken 
Hostage: The Iran Hostage Crisis and 


In both appearance and tactics, |raq’s Iranian-born Grand Ayatollah Ali al-Sistani bears an uncanny resemblance to the Ayatollah Khomeini, the 
late theocratic dictator of Iran. It was Sistani who pressed for democratic elections in Iraq, knowing they would give the Shi'ite majority the power to 


write a theocratic constitution. 
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As an exponent of a revolutionary 
version of Islam similar to that ruling 
Iran, Sistani has no interest in liberty as 
we would recognize it. He understood 
that majority rule would turn power over 
to his faction. 


America’s First Encounter 
with Radical Islam, Khomei- 
ni’s regime was built as much 
on mass democracy as doctri- 
naire Islam. For instance, “Stu- 
dents Following the Imam’s 
Line,” the Khomeini-inspired 
terrorists who seized the U.S. 
embassy staff, issued politi- 
cal manifestos describing the 
“Imam” (Khomeini) as not 


Jacobinism, not Americanism: Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice used a February 8 speech in 
Paris to extol the Bush administration’s “global democratic revolution,” which she says continues 
the work of the 18th-century French Revolution — a murderous, chaotic upheaval that led to 

Napoleon’s dictatorship. 
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only a spiritual leader but the embodiment 
of Iran’s General Will. 

In 1980, with dozens of Americans held 
hostage by terrorists in Teheran, Khomeini’s 
regime conducted elections. In fact, regular 
elections — competitive and reasonably 
free of fraud — continue to be held in Iran. 
But once again, democratic elections have 
not brought about liberty in Iran. 

“Iran has regular parliamentary elec- 
tions that are quite democratic in nature,” 
Middle East scholar Charles Featherstone 
told THE NEw AMERICAN. Featherstone, 
who has lived in the region and is very flu- 
ent in several varieties of Arabic, predicts 
that while Shi’ite rule in Iraq will differ 
in some respects from the Iranian version, 
the result will hardly be the shining model 
of “democratic” freedom the Bush admin- 
istration anticipates. 

“Once the coalitions settle into place we 
are likely to see Iraq become a corrupt cli- 
ent state somewhat like Saudi Arabia,” he 
declares. “It’s difficult to believe that other 
nations in the region are going to look at 
what Iraq becomes, as the administration 
anticipates, and say, ‘We want that.’” For 
this reason, he continues, “I don’t think the 
Bush administration is really serious about 
the idea of building a democratic “Greater 
Middle East,’ much less exporting demo- 
cratic rule around the globe.” 


Republican Marxists? 

Featherstone’s analysis may prove to be 
too optimistic. Sharif Ali bin Hussein, 
head of Iraq’s Constitutional Monarchy 
Party, predicted during the early elec- 
tion returns that “Americans are in for a 
shock.” Comparing the vote tabulation to 
a “Sistani tsunami,” he added: “We’ve got 
150,000 troops here protecting a coun- 
try that’s extremely friendly to Iran, and 
training their troops.” President Bush, of 
course, has identified the Iranian regime as 
part of the “axis of evil,” and in this year’s 
State of the Union Address he warned that 
“Tran remains the world’s primary state 
sponsor of terror.” 

Regardless of exactly what kind of re- 
gime emerges in Iraq, it is already clear 
that the administration, not content to 
allow other Middle East regimes to “de- 
mocratize” on their own terms, is pre- 
pared to compel regime change by mili- 
tary force, where possible. Whatever its 
true intentions, the Bush administration, 
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from the president down, hasn’t 
backed away from its promotion 
of a “global democratic revolu- 
tion” in the aftermath of the Iraq 
election. In fact, the administra- 
tion’s rhetoric — in which “de- 
mocracy” is consistently used as 
a synonym for “freedom” and 
“liberty” — has actually grown 
more brazen. 

“In the long term, the peace 
we seek will only be achieved 
by eliminating the conditions 
that feed radicalism and ideol- 
ogies of murder,” insisted Mr. 
Bush in his State of the Union 
Address. “The only force pow- 
erful enough to stop the rise of 
tyranny and terror, and replace 
hatred with hope, is the force of 
human freedom. Our enemies 
know this, and that is why the 
terrorist Zarqawi recently de- 
clared war on what he called 
the ‘evil principle’ of democ- 
racy. And we’ve declared our 
own intention: America will 
stand with the allies of freedom to sup- 
port democratic movements in the Middle 
East and beyond, with the ultimate goal of 
ending tyranny in our world.” 

Mr. Bush’s unbuttoned embrace of 
global revolution as a way of healing the 
“root causes” of terrorism earned sarcas- 
tic plaudits from liberal commentator Mi- 
chael Kinsley of the Los Angeles Times. 
“[Bush] sounds less like a Republican 
than a dorm-room Marxist,” commented 
Kinsley in a February 9 op-ed column. 
He also drew telling parallels between 
Mr. Bush’s “conservative” exaltations of 
democratic revolution and those published 
nearly a century ago by Marxist agitator 
Emma Goldman in her essay, “The Psy- 
chology of Political Violence.” Goldman 
wrote that “the despair millions of people 
are daily made to endure” fuels acts of ter- 
rorist violence. “Terrorism ... is inevitable 
as long as tyranny continues, for it is not 
the terrorists that are to be blamed, but the 
tyrants who are responsible for it,’ she in- 
sisted in words that could easily have been 
uttered by Mr. Bush. 

In a February 8 speech in Paris, Secre- 
tary of State Condoleezza Rice elaborated 
on the Bush administration’s ideology of 
global revolution by tracing its roots to the 
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Self-promoting salute: During President Bush’s State of the Union Address, Republican congressmen raised 
index fingers dipped in purple ink. Supposedly done in homage to Iraqi voters, this gesture was actually 
partisan political theater meant to recognize Mr. Bush as Iraq’s “liberator.” 


French Revolution. She proudly recalled 
accompanying the first President Bush to 
France in 1989 during “the bicentennial 
celebration of the French Revolution and 
the Declaration of the Rights of Man,” 
which took place while we also celebrated 
the bicentennial of the U.S. Constitution. 
That alignment, she insisted, wasn’t coin- 
cidental: “The founders of both the French 
and American republics were inspired by 
the very same values and by each other. 
They shared the universal values of free- 
dom and democracy and human dignity 
that have inspired men and women across 
the globe for centuries.” 

Citing al-Zarqawi’s statement that de- 
mocracy is “an evil principle,’ Rice in- 
sisted that terrorists around the globe are 
motivated by a hatred of democracy: “To 
our enemies, Liberte, Egalite and Frater- 
nite are ... evil principles.” But as even 
a cursory study of America’s founding 
documents reveals, America’s Founding 
Fathers explicitly rejected democracy, 
understanding that it is the midwife of 
tyranny — and contemporary terrorists 
are the product of a pedigree that can be 
traced to the French Revolution’s embrace 
of democratic terrorism in the name of 
“liberty, equality, and fraternity.” 


As James Madison warned, “‘democra- 
cies have ever been spectacles of turbu- 
lence and contention; have ever been found 
incompatible with personal security or the 
rights of property; and have in general been 
as short in their lives as they have been vio- 
lent in their deaths.” “Every step ... towards 
amore complete, unmixed democracy is an 
advance toward destruction,” warned legal 
scholar and legislator Fisher Ames in 1801. 
“Tt is treading when the ground is treacher- 
ous and excavated by an explosion. Liberty 
has never yet lasted long in a democracy, 
nor has it ever ended in anything better 
than despotism.” (See also “The Perils of 
Democracy,” page 23.) 

Ames and others of the founding gen- 
eration saw the French Revolution as a 
tragic illustration of the murderous conse- 
quences of unchecked democracy. And as 
historian Albert Parry wrote in his seminal 
1976 study Terrorism: From Robespierre 
to Arafat, modern terrorism is the off- 
spring of the democratic terror unleashed 
in France in 1789. 

The Great Terror of 1793-94, Parry ob- 
serves, “was the phenomenon chosen by 
Karl Marx, Friedrich Engels, and Vladi- 
mir Lenin as the subject of their intense 
study and the foremost model for their 
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own preachments and activities. Since, 
overwhelmingly, Marx, Engels, and Lenin 
are the prime sources of inspiration for 
modern terrorists throughout the world, it 
is through them that these terrorists owe 
their beginnings to [French revolutionary 
leader] Maximilien Robespierre and his 
Reign of Terror.” 

Robespierre’s reign, continued Parry, 
“was the first terror organized nationwide 
by revolutionaries actually seizing power 
and becoming a punitive government pro- 
claiming murder as the law of the land. 
The very terms ‘terror, ‘terrorism,’ and 
‘terrorists, used in their modern sense 
in so many languages, have come to us 
mainly from Robespierre’s reign of ter- 
ror — one more confirmation that today’s 
exercises of terror trace their lineage to 
Robespierre.” 

The democratic revolution in France 
pioneered the techniques of mass murder 
later perfected by the Communists and 
Germany’s National Socialists. Hundreds 
of thousands were slaughtered when the 
revolutionary Jacobin government sought 
to conquer the traditional Catholics of La 
Vendee, who rebelled at the Jacobin re- 
gime’s attempt to pervert the Church into 
an instrument of state power. The eruption 
of murderous factional warfare within the 
revolutionary elite gave rise to the dicta- 
torship of Napoleon and more than a dec- 
ade of aggressive warfare in the name of 
spreading democracy. 


“Fire in the Minds of Men” 

For more than two centuries, revolutionar- 
ies, radical leftists, insurrectionary terror- 
ists, and Marxist academics have proudly 
claimed the Jacobin heritage as theirs. Sec- 
retary Rice’s Paris speech demonstrates 
that the “conservative” Bush administra- 
tion has joined the Jacobin ranks. An even 
more forceful acknowledgement of that 
heritage came from President Bush’s sec- 
ond inaugural address: 


Our country has accepted obliga- 
tions that are difficult to fulfill, and 
would be dishonorable to abandon. 
Yet because we have acted in the 
great liberating tradition of this na- 
tion, tens of millions have achieved 
their freedom.... By our efforts, we 
have lit a fire as well — a fire in the 
minds of men. It warms those who 
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feel its power, it burns those who 
fight its progress, and one day this 
untamed fire of freedom will reach 
the darkest corners of our world. 
[Emphasis added. ] 


Perhaps unbeknownst to Bush himself, 
the “liberating tradition” he invoked is Ja- 
cobin, not American. The phrase “fire in 
the minds of men” served as the title of a 
book by Librarian of Congress James H. 
Billington: Fire in the Minds of Men: Ori- 
gins of the Revolutionary Faith. The first 
prophet of that revolutionary “faith,” Bil- 
lington documents, was Adam Weishaupt, 
founder of the Bavarian Illuminati, an oc- 
cultic organization that, working through 
front groups and surrogates, did much to 
bring about the French Revolution. 
Billington took his title from a line 
found in Russian author Fyodor Dos- 
toyevsky’s novel The Possessed, which 
Billington calls “the most searching work 
of fiction ever written about the revolu- 
tionary movement.” Therein Dostoyevsky 
(himself a one-time adherent of a radi- 


TM A LTE 


RECORD.. 


WORRIED ABouT ) 
TRACK 


GOVERNMENT 


cal group descended from the Illuminati) 
describes a small town under siege by 
Jacobin-inspired revolutionaries. After a 
mysterious fire broke out, a local official 
observed: “The fire is in the minds of men, 
not in the roofs of buildings.” 

What began as an open-ended “war on 
terror” has morphed into a campaign to 
promote a Jacobin vision of democracy. 
By using the power of the U.S. govern- 
ment to ignite the fires of democratic revo- 
lution, the Bush administration is fighting 
terrorism using methods pioneered by the 
political forefathers of modern terrorists. 
Thus it shouldn’t surprise us to see a near- 
clone of Ayatollah Khomeini rise to power 
as a result of the Bush administration’s 
democratic triumph in Iraq. 

Though not surprised, Americans 
should be infuriated to think that thou- 
sands of their fellow citizens have been 
killed or maimed in order to bring about 
such a “victory” — and horrified to think 
of the price we will pay if the Jacobin-in- 
fested Bush administration is permitted to 
pursue its incendiary designs. 
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The Perils of Democracy 


Most Americans believe that we live in a democracy, but they are wrong. In fact, the 
closer America moves toward democracy, the less free we become. 


by John F. McManus 


uppose you confronted your con- 
S gressman or one of your two sena- 

tors with the statement, “You are 
not in office simply to please the majority. 
You are there to do what’s right and what’s 
right for you is to adhere to the law.” Un- 
fortunately, in most cases, you will receive 
either an angry challenge, a lame excuse 
for an abominable voting record, or even 
a blank stare. 

However, what you have offered your 
elected official, in simple terms, amounts 
to the essential difference between the de- 
mocracy our nation’s Founders abhorred 
and the republic they created. That any 
elected official might not grasp this — or 
might not want to grasp it — is the pre- 
dictable consequence of America being 
led away from her glorious past into ever 
more intrusive government. And not only 
is America breaking away from our re- 
public’s carefully delineated 
constitutional limitations, 
current leaders are forcing 
the ravages of democracy 
on other lands. 

A companion article to 
this piece (see “Democracy 
and Tyranny,” page 18) in- 
dicates that democracy is a 
dangerous form of govern- 
ment where the majority 
rules. It is dangerous because 
history repeatedly shows 
that the majority’s attitude 
can be bought, pressured, or 
deceived into approving the 
designs of sinister leaders. 
Ruthlessly ambitious men 
have regularly promoted 
themselves as “the champions 
of the people” while leading 
the people into slavery. 


Checks and Balances 
The inestimable Marcus Tul- 
lius Cicero, who lived during 
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the century immediately before Christ, ex- 
plained that “without checks and balances 
... democracy becomes mob rule, chaos 
and dictatorship.” He further maintained 
that the individual customarily chosen to 
lead in a democracy is “someone bold and 
scrupulous ... who curries favor with the 
people by giving them other men’s prop- 
erty.” If his words remind you of someone 
holding office in our nation today, we can 
hardly be surprised. 

When Cicero pointed to the need for 
“checks and balances,” he was arguing for 
what we know as a republic, which is based 
on the rule of law. Our nation’s Founders 
repeatedly stated their detestation of de- 
mocracy and their desire to limit power 
by establishing a body of law to which all 
who served in government would be sol- 
emnly pledged, and they produced a writ- 
ten Constitution that strictly regulated the 
actions of the federal government. When 
Benjamin Franklin exited the 1787 Phila- 


Championing the rule of law: Ancient Roman Senator Marcus Tullius Cicero, whose insights and personal 
courage inspired our own Founding Fathers, warned that by undermining the rule of law, democracy acts as a 
prelude to dictatorship. 


delphia convention, an eager onlooker 
asked him what kind of government “we 
have got.” Franklin famously replied: “A 
republic, if you can keep it.” Under the re- 
public, America prospered and became the 
envy of the entire world. 

For as long as the wisdom of the 
Founders prevailed, there was no place 
for communism or socialism in America. 
But these twin scourges could be intro- 
duced if majority rule triumphed over the 
rule of law. Karl Marx clearly understood 
this, for in his Communist Manifesto 
he proclaimed that “the first step in the 
revolution is to raise the proletariat [the 
common people] to the position of ruling 
class, to win the battle of democracy.” As 
the self-appointed champions of the com- 
mon man, communists and socialists have 
always labored to exalt the attitude of the 
majority, and then to employ it to propel 
themselves to ultimate power. Marx wrote 
that the people could then be persuaded 
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America’s Founders made plain both 
their loathing of democracy and their 
reverence for a true republic’s limitations 
on both majorities and government. They 
understood that government had to be 
limited if the people were to be free. 


to destroy private property, centralize 
production in the hands of the State, and 
establish total rule. 

On his way to ultimate rule in China, 
Mao Tse-tung explained in 1939 that 
“the Chinese revolutionary movement led 
by the Communist Party embraces two 
stages, 1.e., the democratic and socialist 
revolutions.” He added: “The democratic 
revolution is the necessary preparation for 
the socialist revolution.” Paralleling what 
Marx had written, Mao understood the 
importance of gaining power via appeals 
made to the majority as the prelude to es- 
tablishing total rule. 


ohV-MOp 


AUTO CLINIC INC. 
ACDelco 


QUALITY INSTALLER 


“The only thing 
necessary for the 
triumph of evil is 
for good men to 

do nothing” 


— Attributed to 
Edmund Burke 


780 North 400 West 
Orem, Utah 84057 


(801) 224-2221 


wy Founders vs. Democracy 
As has been presented in these 
pages in the past, America’s 
Founders made plain both 
their loathing of democracy 
and their reverence for a true 
republic’s limitations on both 
majorities and government. 
Men such as Washington, 
Madison, Hamilton, Adams, 
Jefferson, Randolph, Ames, 
and Gerry referred to “de- 
mocracy” only to warn against the tyranny 
they knew it would ultimately bring. They 
understood that government had to be lim- 
ited if the people were to be free. 

In 1939, historians Charles and Mary 
Beard confirmed what the Founders had 
done. In their America in Midpassage, 
they stated: “At no time, at no place, in 
solemn convention assembled, through no 
chosen agents, had the American people 
officially proclaimed the United States 
to be a democracy. The Constitution did 
not contain the word or any word lending 
countenance to it.... When the Constitution 
was framed no respectable person called 
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himself or herself a democrat.” And John 
Birch Society founder Robert Welch cor- 
rectly labeled absurd the “idea that the 
vote of a people, no matter how nearly 
unanimous, makes or creates or deter- 
mines what is right or wrong.” 

In sadness, we note that the preponder- 
ant opinion of today’s Americans is that 
the words “democracy” and “freedom” are 
interchangeable. Our elected leaders use 
them in such a way, as do vast numbers of 
influential individuals in the mass media, 
education, clergy, etc. In promoting that 
horrible distortion, majority rule has been 
awarded a place almost as high as the Ten 
Commandments. 

Agreeing with America’s Founders, 
England’s Lord Acton wrote, “The one 
prevailing evil of democracy is the tyranny 
of the majority....’ And as Robert Welch 
more recently summarized, “This is a re- 
public, not a democracy, let’s keep it that 
way.” One way to keep our republic is to 
remind office holders that their goal must 
never be to please the majority, unless the 
majority’s attitude is consistent with a 
constitutional rule of law. 
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“Tf a nation expects to be ignorant and free ... 
It expects what never was and never will be.” 


— Thomas Jefferson 


Old but Able 


According to the Wednesday, January 19 
Herald Tribune of Florida, Julian Scott, 
a 79-year-old Sarasota man, responded 
to screams from his 82-year-old sister, 
Henrietta McCormick, and arrived at her 
bedroom in time to confront a would-be 
burglar. 

The incident began about 2 a.m. on 
Tuesday, January 18 when McCormick 
heard someone pound on the front door 
and try the windows. When an intruder, 
later identified as George Jackson, began 
to enter the house through a window, 
McCormick yelled for her brother, who 
grabbed a pistol and came running. In the 
bedroom, Jackson lunged at Scott, and 
they fought for the gun, causing the pistol 
to discharge into the ceiling. 

After a short struggle, Scott got posses- 
sion of the gun and hit Jackson in the head 
with the gun’s butt. Scott then held the in- 
truder for police. 

Deputies arrested the conscious but in- 
coherent Jackson on charges of burglary 
and possession of rock cocaine and then 
brought him to the hospital, where he died 
at 7:36 a.m. 

The police don’t believe that Jackson 
died from the blow to the head. An au- 
topsy will be done. Scott, who will not 
be charged in the incident, commented, 
“T don’t feel good about it at all, and ’'m 
sorry it happened, but I’m glad I was here 
to protect my sister.” Providentially, Scott 
had moved in with his sister a week before 
the break-in occurred. 


Tools of the Trade 


In mid-January, a manager of a Min- 
neapolis hardware store had to resort to 
some high-powered “hardware” when an 
armed robber approached him as he left 
the store, according to local KMSP-TV 
Channel 9. 

The unnamed manager of Camden 
Hardware was locking up the store when 
he saw a car that he did not recognize 
parked nearby. Suspecting that someone 
was up to no good, he tried to run to his 
truck, but he was intercepted by a gun- 
wielding robber. 

When the robber pointed a gun at his 
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head and demanded money, the manager 
pulled his own gun and started shooting, 
hitting the robber. Though the robber was 
wounded, he managed to get back to his 
vehicle and flee. 

Police later arrested the suspect and two 
accomplices who were in the car when the 
suspect sought treatment at a hospital. The 
store manager was not injured, and he will 
not face charges because he was acting in 
self-defense. 


Two Down 


On Monday, January 24, one of a pair 
of holdup men shot at Bobby Doster, 
co-owner with his wife Gloria Turner of 
Shoats Grocery and Package in Crawford, 
Georgia. And the husband and wife team 
grabbed handguns and started blazing 
away at the criminals. 

The incident began when a young man 
wearing a fake wig and another man wear- 
ing a mask announced a holdup, and then 
grabbed Gloria and pushed her toward the 
register. One criminal kept a gun point- 
ed at Bobby and told Gloria to open the 
register. 

Gloria indicated in an interview for the 
January 26 Atlanta Journal-Constitution 
that she planned to give the money to the 
thieves so that they would just leave, say- 
ing, “I'd have given it to them. Our insur- 
ance would have covered it.” But Gloria 
wasn’t moving quickly enough to suit 
the criminals, and so one of the holdup 
men tried to shoot Bobby, but missed. 
The shooter’s gun then jammed, and both 
Bobby and Gloria pulled handguns and 
started firing. 

As reported in a January 26 Associated 
Press release, Gloria remarked about the 
incident, “All hell broke loose. I was trying 
to shoot and dial 911 at the same time.” 

When the Dosters opened fire, the rob- 
bers took cover behind the store’s meat 
case and shot back at the couple, to no 
avail. Both suspects were hit, and both 
died at a local hospital. 

The Dosters will not be charged be- 
cause they were acting in self-defense. 
Authorities commented on the shooting 
to the Journal-Constitution: “We don’t 
encourage people to take the law in their 
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hands, but sometimes they are left with 
no other choice.” 

The deceased robbers were identified as 
Mike Hill, 19, and Calvin Ballard, 17. 


Don’t Take That; Take This 


The Courier of Texas reported January 19 
that Ricky Otis, a homebuilder from New 
Caney, surprised two thieves at a construc- 
tion site, wounding one and scaring the 
other away. 

Because he was fed up with repeated 
thefts at his construction site, Otis decid- 
ed to spend the night of Monday, January 
17 in his partially finished house. At 6:20 
a.m. on Tuesday, he heard a downstairs 
door being forced open, so he called the 
police and went downstairs to investigate. 

He found that a van had been backed 
up in the driveway and that two men were 
loading the van with building materials. 
When Otis surprised the men, one of the 
two reached into the van. Believing that the 
thief was reaching for a weapon, Otis shot 
the man with his shotgun, hitting him in the 
head and back. The other thief ran away. 

The unidentified wounded man was 
brought to a local hospital where he was 
listed in serious condition. The thief who 
fled was captured later that morning and 
was interrogated by police. 

A police investigation discovered that 
the van in which the men arrived was reg- 
istered to a third party who owns a small 
fleet of vans and trucks. Police are con- 
tinuing to investigate the connection. 

Authorities will present their findings to 
a grand jury to determine whether charges 
will be filed against Otis, but charges are 
unlikely because Texas law states “that a 
person is justified in using deadly force to 
protect land or other property ... to pre- 
vent the commission of a burglary or to 
prevent someone from fleeing immediate- 
ly after committing a burglary,” reported 
the Courier. 

In the authorities’ statement to the 
media, they admitted that theft of con- 
struction materials in Montgomery Coun- 
ty, Texas, is rampant and “‘is occurring just 
about anywhere there is new construction 
underway.” 

— Kurt WILLIAMSEN 
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CONSTITUTION CORNER 


Marriage and the Law 


Understood properly, the Full Faith and Credit Clause of the Constitution 
actually protects the right of states to refuse to recognize same-sex “marriages” 


legitimized in other states. 


Forging a constitutional union: The Framers of the U.S. Constitution created the Full 
Faith & Credit Clause as a means of encouraging mutually beneficial commerce among the 
states, not to permit one state to impose radical social agendas on the others. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


conservatives and liberals alike are warning Americans 
that the forced recognition of homosexual “marriage” 
is inevitable because of the requirements of the Full Faith 
and Credit Clause of the Constitution. That is to say, a ho- 
mosexual couple who is legally “married” in one state, Mas- 
sachusetts for example, would have the right to have that 
union legally validated in all the other 49 states because the 
Constitution requires such reciprocity among the states. 
Because of this supposed constitutional dictate, many 
who oppose legalizing homosexual unions support an 
amendment to the U.S. Constitution prohibiting same-sex 
“marriage”; otherwise, they warn, the homosexual lobby 
and their allies in the press and in Congress will use the 
Full Faith and Credit Clause as a sword to force their will 
upon the entire country. Fortunately, for those who wish 
to avoid any unnecessary changes to the Constitution, the 


I n the press, on talk radio, and on television, self-styled 


analysis described above is faulty and 
misrepresents the intent of the Consti- 
tution, particularly the Full Faith and 
Credit Clause. 


Public Policy Exception 

Americans must ask themselves: does 
the Constitution of the United States ac- 
tually enable one state that allows same- 
sex “marriage” to force such a policy on 
the rest of the Union, regardless of the 
views of the citizens and legislatures 
of those other states? The answer is an 
emphatic “No!” In fact, this very ques- 
tion was recently answered in the U.S. 
District Court in Tampa, Florida, by 
US. District Judge James S. Moody, Jr. 
In his decision, Judge Moody correctly 
held: “The Supreme Court has clearly 
established that the Full Faith and Credit 
Clause does not require a State to apply 
another State’s law in violation of its 
own legitimate public policy. Florida is 
not required to recognize or apply Mas- 
sachusetts’ same-sex marriage law be- 
cause it clearly conflicts with Florida’s legitimate public 
policy of opposing same-sex marriage.” This case, brought 
by a Florida same-sex couple who got married in Massa- 
chusetts, is one of what will undoubtedly be many attacks 
against states that have boldly declared their opposition 
to recognizing homosexual “marriages” legitimized else- 
where. 

In this case, Judge Moody’s opinion was correct and, 
more importantly, it was constitutionally sound. To un- 
derstand why the Full Faith and Credit Clause would not 
force all 50 states to officially recognize the same-sex 
“marriage” law of a single state, one must first know and 
understand the Full Faith and Credit Clause, its purpose, 
and its history. 

Article IV, Section I of the Constitution reads: 


Full Faith and Credit shall be given in each State to 
the public Acts, Records, and judicial Proceedings of 
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every other State. And the Congress may by general Laws 
prescribe the Manner in which such Acts, Records and Pro- 
ceedings shall be proved, and the Effect thereof. 


The Founding Fathers wrote Article IV, Section I to strengthen 
the Union and bolster the authority of the national legislature, 
compared to the situation that then existed under the Articles 
of Confederation. Evidence of this is found in the comments 
made by James Wilson, the admired and respected delegate from 
Pennsylvania to the Constitutional Convention of 1787. Wilson 
argued that if Congress were not empowered to declare the ef- 
fect of state laws, then the states would be nothing more than a 
loose confederation. This sort of arrangement would perpetuate 
the failures of the Articles of Confederation by restricting the 
power of Congress and leaving the states vulnerable to foreign 
domination or intervention. 

Additional proof of the Founders’ intent behind the precise 
wording of the “Full Faith and Credit Clause” is found in The 
Federalist Papers. In The Federalist, No. 42, James Madison as- 
serts that the Congress must be endowed with a “superintending 
authority over the reciprocal trade” of the states if the United 
States were to avoid the centrifugal effect a lack of central con- 
trol exerted on the confederations of history, such as Switzer- 
land, Germany, and Holland. Madison’s remedy for the malady 
of disunion was to authorize Congress to promote and regulate 
trade among the states and oversee the conflicts in their respec- 
tive laws that such intercourse was certain to engender. That is to 
say, in order to more perfectly unite the states into one country, 
commercial transactions across state lines, contracts entered into 
in one state and enforced in another, and judicial rulings needed 
stability and a threshold level of uniformity that would inspire 
trust and establish reliability among all citizens in different parts 
of the new nation. 


Congressional Primacy 
A careful reading of the Full Faith and Credit Clause reveals that 
the Constitution empowers Congress, not the Supreme Court, 
to declare the effect of one state’s laws on the laws of her sister 
states. The Founders’ purpose in granting Congress this power 
reveals that the intent was twofold: first, to strengthen the union; 
and second, to empower Congress to serve as sort of a traffic 
cop regarding the impact of state acts and proceedings on other 
states. As indicated by the evidence from the debates during the 
Constitutional Convention and the pro-ratification arguments of- 
fered by Madison in The Federalist Papers, the primary focus of 
the Full Faith and Credit Clause was the regulation of interstate 
trade. This, sadly, is a far cry from the perverse use modern en- 
emies of the Constitution are seeking to make of the Full Faith 
and Credit Clause. 

In this matter of fundamental constitutional importance, it is 
crucial to understand precisely not only what the Full Faith and 
Credit Clause was intended to do but what it was not intended to 
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do. What could be more self-evident than that the Founding Fa- 
thers did not intend for a single state to be able to force its laws 
and judicial decisions on the entire nation through this clause? 

Regarding marriage in particular, it is a matter of indisput- 
able historical record that states have occasionally refused to 
acknowledge marriages legally entered into in other states. Ac- 
cording to the Supreme Court’s interpretation of the Full Faith 
and Credit Clause, states that have valid public policy exceptions 
to legal acts of other states do not have to recognize those acts. 

There are those who argue that such exceptions would disrupt 
the smooth and unregulated movement of citizens from state to 
state without having to worry about whether or not they would 
have to re-marry if they moved from one state to another. This 
is an irrational fear, for as the name of the qualification implies, 
the public policy exception is just that — an exception. The 
rule that a marriage entered into in one state would be valid 


Traditional marriage is an institution created by an Authority higher 
than the government. Nothing in the U.S. Constitution authorizes any 
government to attempt to change that indispensable institution. 
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Does the Constitution of the United $ 
actually enable one state that allows 
“marriage” to force such a policy o 
the Union, regardless of the views | 
and legislatures of those other states? T 
answer is an emphatic “No!” 


in another would still apply, unless that marriage violated the 
declared public policy of the laws of the second state. 

States have refused to recognize marriages solemnized in sis- 
ter states when those marriages violated community standards 
for reasons such as polygamy and consanguinity (marrying a 
close relative), for example. Such refusals to legitimize all mar- 
riages entered into in other states have never, despite the fear- 
mongering of the homosexual lobby and its shills, restricted 
the free and frequent movement of Americans from one state 
to another. 

To take advantage of the public policy exception, states must 
clearly declare that same sex unions are against public policy. 
Such a declaration is most strongly made in the texts of state 
constitutions, and those states that lack such provisions should 
amend their constitutions to add such protective language. The 
new language will also serve to prevent state courts from declar- 
ing that state law requires recognition of same sex unions, as the 
Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts did in 2003. 


Bedrock Protections 

There is an additional aspect of the Full Faith and Credit Clause 
that would protect states from being constitutionally forced to 
give legal effect to homosexual unions contracted in other states. 
The exact wording of the Full Faith and Credit Clause requires 
that states give “full faith and credit” to the “public acts, records, 
and judicial proceedings of every other state.” Marriages, strictly 
speaking, are not judicial acts; they are licensed acts and as such 
they do not fall under the Full Faith and Credit umbrella, any 
more than a license to practice law in one state guarantees that 
same right in a neighboring state. The Full Faith and Credit 
Clause, then, would not only not require one state to validate 
same-sex unions entered into in another, but would actually pro- 
tect it from having to do so. 

Finally, understanding the Constitution, including the in- 
tended purposes and limitations of the Full Faith and Credit 
Clause, removes the fear that the Full Faith and Credit Clause 
can be used legitimately as a tool for making homosexual “mar- 
riage” the law of the land. Such a use was never the intent of our 
Founding Fathers, and it violates two centuries of constitutional 
precedent and interpretation. 
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The Full Faith and Credit Clause has generally worked 
smoothly and quietly and has not received the same level of 
judicial attention as more controversial provisions of the Con- 
stitution, such as the interstate commerce clause, due process, 
equal protection, and the treaty-making power. With the over- 
whelming prominence of the same-sex “marriage” issue in the 
news, however, it may become the focus of more attention in 
the near future and indeed may, as the commerce clause before 
it, be twisted by a Supreme Court that habitually usurps power, 
legislates from the bench, and purposefully removes the fetters 
the Constitution places on its power. 

If the Supreme Court takes this tack, it falls upon the U.S. 
Congress to exercise the authority given it in Article III of the 
Constitution to limit the jurisdiction of the courts to redefine 
marriage. Although Congress may be reluctant to wield this 
power over the judicial branch, it is its duty to do so, and it is 
the duty of concerned Americans to hold Congress’ feet to the 
fire and seek out and elect men and women committed to uphold 
the Constitution and preserve the moral bedrock upon which this 
nation is built — the family that comes from the marriage of a 
man and a woman. 


The bedrock institution of a free society is the family, built around 
the sacred union of a man and a woman. The Constitution provides 
adequate means to those seeking to protect that institution from such 
perverse innovations as same-sex “marriage.” 
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CULTURE WAR 


“Who Shall Teach?”’: a Global Concern 


Parents’ natural urge to direct the education of their children — and government's urge 
to nullify that direction — is universal. 


Educational freedom certainly not global: To deny parents the right to direct their children’s 
education is to deny children the chance to learn their parents’ values and to learn in the 
environment their parents deem best. Although Americans can choose how their children are 
educated — about 1 in every 100 American children are home-schooled, and many more attend 
private schools — parents around the globe aren’t so fortunate. 


by Jodie Gilmore 


Ithough government-controlled 
A education is the norm in the 

United States, Europe, Japan, and 
elsewhere, parents usually want to direct 
their children’s education at least to some 
extent, and are not willing to completely 
entrust it to government. This desire is 
natural, of course, since parents have both 
aright and a responsibility to educate their 
children, whether through home schooling 
or schools they control and support. 

As John Locke explained: “God [has] 
made the parents instruments in His great 
design of continuing the race of mankind 
and the occasions of life to their children” 
and has “laid on them an obligation to nour- 
ish, preserve, and bring up their offspring...” 
And as Pope John Paul II said, “Those in 
society who are in charge of schools must 
never forget that the parents have been ap- 
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pointed by God himself as the first and prin- 
cipal educators of their children and that 
their right is completely inalienable.” 

In places such as Romania and Germa- 
ny, where state control is extremely strong, 
exercising that right and responsibility can 
require some courage. As long as govern- 
ments in Europe and around the globe con- 
sider themselves the source of all power — 
and promulgate that power by controlling 
the education of young citizens — parents 
can never truly direct their children’s edu- 
cation. Yet even in these countries, small 
but significant numbers of parents are now 
home-schooling, despite the sacrifices and 
the risk of a government backlash. 


Home Schooling Around the World 

In Germany, home schooling is illegal, 
and authorities have no compunctions 
about punishing families who choose 
to home-school. In 2004, seven home- 


schooling fathers in Germany were im- 
prisoned for refusing to send their children 
to government schools. Despite spending 
between one and two weeks in a lock-up 
facility in Augsborg, Bavaria, the fathers 
are still committed to home-school- 
ing their children. “The prison sentence 
wasn’t easy,” said one father, “but it did 
nothing to change our convictions.... How 
far have we fallen, if any kind of perverse 
way of life is being applauded, but a sin- 
cere education according to the Bible is 
being punished?” 

In addition to being imprisoned, the 
families have also been fined heavily by 
the German authorities. On January 7, 
2005, the Paderborn County (Germany) 
school district ordered police to forcibly 
take the children to school. Any resistance 
by the parents would result in the removal 
of these 13 elementary-age children from 
their homes and into state custody. Heinz 
Kohler, the county education director, 
stated that “you and your children are not 
living in isolation ... but rather in an envi- 
ronment posing intra- and extracurricular 
situations where you’ll have to accept that 
your world view will be curtailed.” 

The Home School Legal Defense Asso- 
ciation (HSLDA) estimates there are about 
400 home-schooling families in Germany. 

In Japan, home schooling is technically 
legal, but according to Yuji Shimohashi, 
an official at Japan’s Education, Culture, 
Sports, Science, and Technology Ministry, 
families can be fined for violating their 
obligation to provide their children with 
education. In addition, Japanese home- 
schooled children cannot receive school 
diplomas because only educational insti- 
tutions authorized under the School Edu- 
cation Law can issue diplomas. The lack 
of a diploma can be a serious obstacle to 
pursuing higher education in Japan. While 
the Japanese government distrusts home 
schooling, the business community has 
embraced it and is largely responsible for 
fostering the movement. The Home School 
Support Association of Japan estimates 
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that there are between 2,000 to 3,000 chil- 
dren being home-schooled in Japan. 

In the Czech Republic, the government 
threw a bone to home-schoolers in 1999 by 
enacting an experimental (five-year) allow- 
ance for home-schooling children between 
the ages of 5 and 12. Then in June 2004, 
a new education bill made its way through 
the Czech Parliament. As originally writ- 
ten, the bill would have allowed home 
schooling only for families who could 
“prove a serious need, especially needs 
related to health,” essentially eliminating 
home schooling in the Czech Republic. 

Thanks to a concerted effort on the part 
of the U.S. HSLDA and home-school sup- 
porters around the world, who stormed the 
Czech Parliament with e-mails, calls, and 
letters, the bill was amended to leave out 
the “especially needs related to health” 
phrase. While this small victory is laud- 
able, it also serves as a warning. As long 
as government has complete control over 
a populace and over education, parents’ 
ability to exercise their right to educate 
their children as they see fit is tenuous 
at best. The HSLDA estimates that 500 
Czech families home-school. 

In Romania, home schooling is illegal 
for any child over the age of seven. Bruce 
Purdy, a pastor from Lancaster, Ohio, at- 
tended a home-school conference in Ro- 
mania to encourage and support home- 
schooling families living in this still very 
totalitarian country. After returning from 
Hungary and Romania, Purdy said, “What 
beautiful countries these people have. Yet 
in the midst of the beauty lies a desper- 
ate need: a need for the Gospel and for 
the truth of God’s Word.” The outlook for 
home-schoolers is pretty bleak in Roma- 
nia, as is the outlook for spreading God’s 
word — only churches recognized by the 
state (meaning the state has approved their 
bylaws) are allowed to worship freely. Ac- 
cording to Purdy, any other churches are 
not allowed to build public buildings and 
cannot be in the “public eye.” “They must 
either worship in private homes or private- 
ly owned office space,” said Purdy. 

In Poland, the Polish constitution 
(1997) allows parents to choose home 
education for their children. However, 
the 1991 Educational System Act con- 
tradicts the Polish constitution. In an e- 
mail interview, Polish journalist Natalia 
Dueholm stated, “Government authorities 
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and school principals have 
the discretion to make any 
demand they want on par- 
ents before granting them 
the right to homeschool... 
Principals’ decisions are ab- 
solute and unchallengeable.” 
In addition, home-schooled 
students must pass non-stan- 
dardized exams at least once 
a year; these exams are not 
required for government- 
schooled students. Due- 
holm, who regularly covers home-school 
issues in Poland, recognizes the need for 
less government control in Polish educa- 
tion. But she knows these changes won’t 
occur overnight. “As we say in Poland, 
“Co nagle, to po diable, which means in 
proper English ‘haste makes waste’ but 
literally ‘if you do something too quickly, 
devil is happy.’” She continued, “Poland 
needs educational freedom as well as eco- 
nomic freedom,... not only Polish people 
need it, but also Europeans as a whole... 
I really don’t think it is good to keep [a] 
government-run monopoly in education.” 
She said proudly that the “people in Po- 
land are known as freedom fighters.... I 
know we will have more educational free- 
dom and more home-schooling people in 
the future.” Currently, only 20 families 


but significant numbers of 
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in Poland are attempting to home-school 
(which represents about 60 children, ac- 
cording to Dueholm). 


Rough Road Ahead 

Despite hardships, persecution, ostracism, 
and even imprisonment, many courageous 
parents are willing to sacrifice much to en- 
sure their children receive a good, moral 
education. In particular, parents who 
choose to home-school in these countries 
find themselves in direct competition with 
government bureaucrats and social plan- 
ners — socialistic regimes fear the nation 
of God-fearing, well-educated, articulate, 
and resolute citizens that would result if 
parents are allowed to exercise their right 
to pass along their values to their children 
and control what they are taught. 


The sky is the limit: In a relatively short time span, home schooling in America has skyrocketed 
from a small counter-culture movement to a mainstream cultural phenomenon. These California 
home-schoolers do calisthenics at a weekly gathering of their sports league. Other countries 

greatly restrict or prohibit home schooling. 
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Newscom 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


A Friend, Indeed 


Tom DeWitte and Matthew Vice are two 
fathers in their 30s who met at their chil- 
dren’s school bus stop in Lakeland, Flori- 
da. With their daughters involved in many 
common activities, the two men saw a lot 
of each other and became close friends. 

In September 2003, Vice came down 
with a case of the flu that he never seemed 
to completely recover from. He would 
feel better for awhile, then relapse. When 
he couldn’t even keep down his Thanks- 
giving dinner, DeWitte urged him to seek 
medical help. 

His doctor ordered some tests, and Vice 
returned to work. Several weeks later the 
physician told him to enter the hospital for 
more tests, where he was diagnosed with 
seriously diseased kidneys. 

Vice started on kidney dialysis three 
times a week, and doctors 
told him that he needed a kid- 
ney transplant. The months 
of continued treatment were 
physically tiring for Vice, 
but the hours spent on the di- 
alysis machine also gave him 
much time for self-reflection. 
During that period, DeWitte 
visited him often, even at the 
dialysis facility. De Witte also 
started donating blood for his 
friend. 

But Vice’s condition wors- 
ened, and a suitable kidney 
donor had not become avail- 
able. DeWitte became sad- 
dened by his friend’s suffering 
and by the thought of Vice’s 
young daughters growing up 
without their father. He ex- 
plored the possibility of donating one of 
his kidneys to his ailing friend. 

Matthew Vice had never even consid- 
ered asking his friend to make such a sac- 
rifice. But DeWitte, who is a nurse, was 
determined to help. In an interview with 
the Lakeland, Florida, Ledger, DeWitte’s 
wife, Elba, who is also a nurse, admitted 
her fears concerning her husband’s deci- 
sion, saying, “The last thing I wanted him 
to do was give up a kidney.” But Mrs. De- 
Witte’s sense of compassion overruled her 
concerns. “I felt it was a very admirable 
thing to do,” she told the Ledger. “I knew 
the risk involved but I knew Matthew de- 
served to live.” 
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Signs of respect: Resident 


The transplant surgery was a success, 
and the families are closer than ever. Trudy 
Vice, who has been making home-cooked 
meals for the DeWitte family to show her 
appreciation, noted, “It was absolutely a 
true gift from the heart. We love [the De- 
Wittes] like family.” 


A Living History Lesson 


On the evening of June 15, 1920, an angry 
lynch mob estimated at 5,000 to 10,000 
people broke into the Duluth, Minnesota, 
city jail and dragged out three young black 
circus workers who had been accused of 


rape. The trio — Elias Clayton, Elmer 
Jackson, and Isaac McGhie — were hung 
from nearby light posts. Little evidence 
would ever be found to corroborate the 
accusations made against the men, and an 


examination of the alleged victim by her 
family physician showed no physical signs 
of rape or assault. 

The incident entered history as a tragic 
example of what happens when the pas- 
sions of the mob triumph over the rule 
of law. 

In 2003 citizens of Duluth decided 
to make amends for the 83-year-old in- 
justice by forming a committee to erect 
a memorial to the three victims of mob 
rule. The city of Duluth provided $71,000 
for the memorial, and the Clayton Jack- 
son McGhie Memorial Committee en- 
gaged in various fund-raising activities, 
including ice cream socials, to raise the 


s of Duluth, Minnesota, reflect at the unveiling 
ceremony of a monument dedicated to Elias Clayton (left), Elmer Jackson, 
and Isaac McGhie, three young black men who were lynched in 1920. 


funds necessary to complete the three- 
quarter-of-a-million-dollar monument. 
The Commemoration Committee enlisted 
sculptor Carla Stetson and writer Anthony 
Peyton Porter to design the monument, 
which would feature three larger-than- 
life bronze figures representing Clayton, 
Jackson, and McGhie. 

This past January, snowstorms in Min- 
nesota buried the monument, and due to 
disagreement about exactly whose respon- 
sibility clearing away the snow was, it re- 
mained covered with snow for longer than 
some people thought was appropriate. 

One public-spirited citizen, however, 
decided to take on the responsibility him- 
self: Mark Debe, a 30-year-old father of 
three children who has a snow removal 
and lawn-care business in Duluth. 

“People thought I was crazy going down 
there by myself,’ Debe said in 
an interview with the Duluth 
Budgeteer News. “But I have 
some black friends who have 
had a hard time, and I wanted 
to respect that.” 

“IT thought that shoveling 
out the memorial was some- 
thing that my father would’ve 
done. I wanted to show citi- 
zenship and show that I’m get- 
ting my life straightened out,” 
explained Debe, a convicted 
felon who had served prison 
time. “I bring my children to 
the memorial and teach them 
some history,’ Debe said. 
“This is my way of teaching 
them how to be a good person 
with morals, like my father 
taught me.” 

Duluth Mayor Herb Bergson told the 
newspaper after meeting Debe: “People 
make their own chances, good and bad. 
And Mark is working to change his life.” 

In response to Debe’s volunteerism, 
Lynn Goert, co-chair of the Clayton Jack- 
son McGhie Memorial Board, said that 
her group would assume responsibility 
for the memorial’s maintenance in the fu- 
ture. She said the board would also seek 
the support of community groups to help 
with that volunteer effort. Goert told the 
Budgeteer News: “The city of Duluth does 
not have the capacity to keep up with all of 
the maintenance for all of the memorials 
in addition to their other duties, but groups 
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like ours are extremely invested in the up- 
keep, and we are willing to have it be part 
of our ongoing work.” 


Detroit Fireman Honored 


In October 2003 a three-story building in 
Detroit caught fire, and flames, smoke, 
and heat trapped people inside. Some 
people jumped from the building in fear. 
Among the firefighters who arrived at the 
scene of the blaze was Gerald Norgren, 
a resident of suburban Melvindale. Nor- 
gren had wanted to be a firefighter since 
childhood. 

Norgren and fellow firefighter Jeff 
Hamm set up a ladder and climbed to a 
second-floor porch, whereupon Norgren 
jumped through a smoke-filled window. 

A spokesperson for the Detroit Fire 
Fighters Association described what hap- 
pened next: “Enduring excruciating heat 
and total blindness, Firefighter Norgren 
painstakingly hand searched the room 
while being beaten down by the deadly 
conditions, and near the end of his air sup- 
ply, found an adult male who was pinned 
under a dresser.” The statement continued: 
“Reaching for an extra level of strength 
and endurance, Firefighter Norgren moved 
the dresser off the victim and dragged him 
toward the window, where he was met by 
Firefighter Hamm, who was also attempt- 
ing a search and rescue. Aptly assisted, 
Firefighter Norgren applied CPR to the 
victim on the porch, still being buffeted 
by the hazardous conditions of the still 
unchecked fire.” 

The victim was taken to a nearby hospi- 
tal, but unfortunately, he never recovered. 
Norgren received a medal of valor from 
the Detroit Fire Fighters Association and 
a meritorious medallion award from the 
Detroit Firemen’s Fund. 

In a report on this incident in the News- 
Herald of Southgate, Michigan, Norgren 
appeared philosophical about the dangers 
of his job and the unavoidable loss of life. 
“Fires are not uncommon in Detroit,” he 
said. “When that does happen, people do 
die, unfortunately.” But the hero was not 
dissuaded from his important job. He told 
the paper that firefighters cannot let fear 
get in the way, and that the job was not 
about the money. “You have to love what 
you do,” he said. 

— WARREN Mass 
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Only Flush ‘n’ Sparkle™ bleaches 
the bow! without damaging tank parts. 


Fluidmaster. 


www.fluidmaster.com 


Of course you like bleach— nothing fights toilet bowl stains better. But until now, 
using automatic bowl cleaners with bleach was harmfully corrosive to your toilet’s 


tank parts. 


New Flush ‘n’ Sparkle” with Bleach Cleaning Power changes all that. 


e Fights stains with every flush, leaves bowl crystal-clear. 
e Dispenses bleach-treated water only to the bowl where 


it's needed. 


e Leaves no residue and adds no bleach to the tank water 


that can damage parts or hinder operation. 


e Cartridges are easy to replace and supply over 1,000 


bleaching flushes. 
e Easily installed; fits most two-piece toilets. 


Fight stains with the power of 
bleach. Without harming your 
tank parts. Also available in 
original Blue Cleaning Formula 
and Septic Treatment Formula. 
Look for Flush ‘n’ Sparkle” at 
home improvement stores. 


Because the dispenser 
isolates the bleach from the 
tank water, tank parts aren’t 
damaged like with other 
in-tank cleaners. 


H ISTO RY- STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM 


Washington’s Spies 


General George Washington’s intelligence network during the American 
War for Independence contributed largely to his success. 


by Jodie Gilmore 


ouble agents. Invisible ink. Clan- 
D destine meetings. False identities. 
Secret signals. Sounds like some- 
thing right out of a James Bond novel. But 


Ps a ee 


nly. 


long before James Bond made his appear- 
ance in spy fiction, General George Wash- 
ington was busy maintaining a highly ef- 
fective espionage unit during the American 
War for Independence. 

The following missive from Washing- 


=i aE = ee oo mn, 


Knowing the lay of the land: Posing as a butcher, John Honeyman infiltrated the British camp 
at Trenton, and was able to provide critical logistical information to General George Washington. 
Knowing the layout of the camp and other details enabled Washington and his forces to capture 
Trenton — the first major patriot victory in the War for Independence. 
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ton to a confidant in 1777 illustrates the 
importance Washington placed on intelli- 
gence operations: 


The necessity of procuring good In- 
telligence is apparent & need not be 
further urged — All that remains for 
me to add is, that you keep the whole 
matter as secret as possible. For upon 
Secrecy, Success depends in Most 
Enterprizes of the kind, and for want 
of it, they are generally defeated, 
however well planned & promising 
a favourable issue. 


No brief article can attempt to cover all 
of the brave and dedicated patriots who 
contributed to General Washington’s 
large and successful information network. 
Nathan Hale (a member of Washington’s 
first intelligence unit, Knowlton’s Rang- 
ers) and Benjamin Franklin (who gath- 
ered and disseminated information — and 
misinformation — in France) are famous 
people whose intelligence efforts for the 
cause of American liberty are well known. 
But there were others who deserve men- 
tion as well. One of these was John Hon- 
eyman. Others included members of what 
was known as the Culper Gang and James 
Armistead Lafayette. 


John Honeyman 

In late 1776, General Washington desper- 
ately needed a victory — soldier morale 
was sagging, and public sentiment was 
flagging. He set his sights on Trenton, but 
to assure success, he needed to know the lay 
of the British camp. He turned to a strong 
patriot, John Honeyman. He sent Honey- 
man forth from his home in Philadelphia 
to Griggstown, New Jersey — 17 miles 
from Trenton — where Honeyman was to 
pose as a butcher and a loyalist to the king. 
A good actor, Honeyman was soon regu- 
larly supplying beef to the Hessian troops 
stationed at Trenton, and gained their trust. 
The demand for beef was constant as the 
Christmas holidays approached, and Hon- 
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Spies such as Honeyman, the members 
of the Culper Gang, and Armistead were 
usually hanged if caught. The men and 
women who risked their lives by serving 
their country in this capacity deserve to 
be remembered for their sacrifices, their 
daring, and their commitment to liberty. 


eyman became familiar with the Hessian 
camp and the roads around the town. 

To avoid suspicion and possible expo- 
sure, Washington resorted to a cloak-and- 
dagger scheme to get Honeyman’s report. 
Since Honeyman had built a reputation as 
a determined loyalist on the side of the 
British, Washington put his scouts on alert 
and told them to capture Honeyman if 
they saw him — but he wanted him alive, 


not dead. The scouts had no 
idea of Honeyman’s true 
mission when they picked 
him up in a field where he 
was looking for beef cows, 
and Honeyman was worried 
they might shoot him on the 
spot, despite Washington’s 
orders. But they brought 
him in, and Washington said 
he wanted some time alone 
with the prisoner. After 
Honeyman had given a full 
report on the relaxed, festive mood of the 
Hessian troops and the lay of the camp 
and surrounding roads, Washington had 
him thrown into a locked guardhouse 
— but somehow a nearby fire distracted 
the guards, and a door happened to be left 
open. Honeyman “escaped” across the 
Delaware River in a convenient rowboat, 
despite a hail of musket-fire that some- 
how missed him by yards. 
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Arriving back at Trenton, Honeyman 
told of his capture and courageous escape 
and regaled the Hessians with tales of a 
puny, inferior American force. All too 
willing to believe Honeyman, the Hes- 
sians continued their Christmas merry- 
making (and eating beef) well into the 
night, while Honeyman disappeared into 
the countryside (presumably to find more 
beef). The following morning, the still- 
groggy Hessians were dismayed to find 
Washington’s army on their side of the 
Delaware River, not puny at all, and quite 
capable of taking the town. Thanks to 
the information supplied by Honeyman, 
Washington’s success at Trenton was al- 
most assured, and the American patriots 
won their first major victory. 

Honeyman continued spying for Wash- 
ington, playing his role so well that patriots 
not in on the secret caught and jailed him 
as a Tory. It was only after Washington’s 
emissary, Colonel Jacob Hyer, stepped in 


Spy Tech in the 18th Century 


by Jodie Gilmore 


century spies used a variety of methods. These included secret 

codes, invisible ink, the mask letter, and the quill letter. The latter 
required the letter to be inserted into the hollow quills of large feathers. 
(Other favorite hiding spots were inside buttons and small hollow sil- 
ver bullets that could easily be swallowed if the spy were captured.) 

Invisible ink was a favorite of both sides. Silas Deane, an agent of 
the American Committee of Secret Correspondence in Paris, used a 
kind of invisible ink that would appear when exposed to heat. This 
type of ink was made from cobalt chloride, glycerin, and water. James 
Jay (brother of John Jay) created another type of invisible ink, called a 
“sympathetic stain.” This invisible ink was more secure than the heat- 
developed ink, for it required one chemical for writing and a second 
chemical for developing. The Culper Gang used this type of ink. 

Benjamin Tallmadge devised a code for the Culper Gang by taking 
several hundred words from a dictionary and several dozen names 
of people and places, then assigned each a number from | to 763. 
Based on this code, a single number represented a word, such as 38 = 
attack, 192 = fort, and 727 = New York. The code number for General 
Washington in this code was 711. 

The mask letter required a fair amount of creative writing skills. 
The letter was written so that, if read by itself, it appeared innocuous. 
But if a “mask” — a sheet of paper with a cutout of an hourglass or 
other shape — was laid over the letter (thereby obscuring some of the 
words and showing others), the true message was apparent. 

Another variant was to write a letter that seemed innocuous, but 
used invisible ink also. Washington instructed some of his agents to 


I n the course of gathering and disseminating information, 18th- 
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“write a letter in the Tory stile with some mixture of family matters 
and between the lines and on the remaining part of the sheet com- 
municate with the Stain the intended intelligence.” 

Cryptography was also a popular means of concealing messages. 
Dictionary codes were devised by John Jay and Arthur Lee. They 
used numbers that referred to the page and line in an agreed-upon 
dictionary edition where the unencrypted message could be found. 
Another type of cipher, developed in 1775 by Charles Dumas, sub- 
stituted numbers for letters in the order in which they appeared in a 
specific paragraph of French prose containing 682 symbols. Because 
each letter could be replaced with more than one number, Dumas’ 
method was more secure than the standard alphanumeric substitu- 
tion system, in which the letters “A” through “Z” are replaced with 
1 through 26. 

Sometimes simply hiding the message wasn’t enough. Washington 
made frequent use of misinformation, such as when he pretended that 
he was going to attack New York instead of Yorktown, and when he 
let Armistead fool Cornwallis into thinking he had additional forces 
on the way. Other deceptions employed by Washington included in- 
tercepting British mail pouches for the purpose of placing forged 
documents in them and then allowing the pouches to go on their 
way. Sometimes he would have army procurement officers make 
large false purchases of supplies in an attempt to convince British 
forces that he was amassing a huge force. He even had fake military 
facilities built. 

In any military endeavor, it pays to know what your enemy is 
doing and to keep him from knowing what you’re doing. General 
George Washington understood this very well, and used every means 
at his disposal to accomplish both tasks. 
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and arranged bail that Honeyman escaped 
from being hanged for High Treason. 


The Culper Gang 

Though Honeyman worked alone, Wash- 
ington also used “spy rings,” groups of 
agents working together. The most fa- 
mous of these was the Culper Gang, to 
which Washington himself belonged. 
Other members of the gang included 
Major Benjamin Tallmadge, who was 
Washington’s chief of intelligence, Abra- 
ham Woodhull,* Robert Townsend, Caleb 
Brewster, and Austin Roe. Each member 
of the gang had a code name or number. 
For example, Tallmadge’s code name 
was John Bolton, and Austin Roe went 
by Agent 724. Only Tallmadge knew the 
true identities of all the members — Gen- 
eral Washington did not. 

The Culper Gang was formed early in 
the war and aided Washington in keep- 
ing tabs on the British. One of the Culper 
Gang’s most lauded contributions to 
the war effort was in helping to foil the 
British’s attempt to crush the newly ar- 
rived French fleet near Newport, Rhode 
Island, in late August 1781. Washington, 
worried that the British would attack the 
fleet, needed to know what the British 
were planning. 

At the time, Washington was camped in 
New Jersey, near Chatham, and the British 
fleet was located off the coast of Manhat- 
tan. To get the needed information, Wash- 
ington, employing a typical practice, sent 
a letter via a series of mounted dragoons 
located 15 miles apart. They brought the 
message 65 miles to Agent Bolton (Tall- 
madge). Agent Bolton relayed the mes- 
sage to Agent 725 (Caleb Brewster) in 
Fairfield, Connecticut. Agent 725, who 
owned a whaleboat, rowed south across 
Long Island Sound to a town named Se- 
tauket, on Long Island. From there, the 
message was passed to Agent 724 (Aus- 
tin Roe), who raced his horse 55 miles 
(nearly half the length of Long Island) 
into Manhattan and contacted the agent 
code-named Samuel Culper, Jr. (Robert 
Townsend). 

Townsend was a well-known mer- 
chant, as well as a part-time journalist 
for Rivington’s Gazette, a popular Tory 


* Mr. Woodhull’s first name is also given as Aaron or 


Samuel in various sources. 
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newspaper (run by James Rivington, 
also a patriot spy). Not suspecting his 
true loyalties, shippers, tavern keepers, 
and Tory acquaintances unwittingly let 
drop nuggets of information about Brit- 
ish plans. When he had learned enough, 
Townsend composed an invisible ink 


message to Washington and sent the mes- 
sage back along the ring route to General 
Washington. 

Before he sent his reply back along the 
ring route, he added the following instruc- 
tions to Agent 724 (Roe), urging him to 
move with great haste: 


Spy masters: Both General Washington (left) and General Lafayette (right) knew the value of a 
good intelligence network. To keep tabs on the British and foil them, these brilliant commanders 
used whatever means was available to them, including double-agents, fake military facilities, 
invisible ink messages, and fictitious military plans. 
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James Armistead Lafayette 
While General Marquis de 
Lafayette awaited the ar- 
rival of the French fleet and 
Washington’s troops at York- 
town, he needed to keep an 
eye on what Cornwallis was 
up to. He wanted, he said, a 
spy who was prudent, intelli- 
gent, trustworthy, and a good 
actor. A local slave, James, 
heard about Lafayette’s need 
for a spy and asked his mas- 
ter, William Armistead, if 
he could apply for the job. 
Receiving Armistead’s per- 
mission, James presented 
himself to Lafayette, with 
Armistead’s recommenda- 
tion. Lafayette sent him to 
Cornwallis’ camp posing as 
a laborer looking for work. 
Since finding food was al- 
ways a challenge for both the 
British and the Continental 
armies and James was an ex- 
perienced and competent for- 
ager, Cornwallis’ officers gave 
him a job. It was the perfect 


Sir. The enclosed requires your im- 
mediate departure this day by all 
means let not an hour pass; for this 
day must not be lost. You have news 
of the greatest consequence perhaps 
that ever happened to your country. 


Ten days later, Washington had the urgent 
information. Learning that 8,000 British 
troops were about to sail for Newport to 
annihilate the French fleet, Washington 
drew up a fictitious battle plan calling for 
12,000 troops to attack New York, despite 
the fact that he did not even have that many 
men. The fictitious plan was then given to 
a trusted patriot who, posing as a Tory 
farmer, gave it to British officials, saying 
he had found the plan along the road. 

Improbable as it seems, the British fell 
for the guise and pulled their fleet back to 
New York, leaving the French fleet unmo- 
lested. Soon after, both George Washing- 
ton and the French fleet slipped away and 
headed for Virginia, where they defeated 
Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown. The courage 
and efforts of the young Culper Gang (all, 
except Washington, were in their late 20s) 
can be credited with helping to end the war 
with Britain. 


Double-agent: Pictured here with General Lafayette, 
double-agent James Armistead Lafayette had access to 
both British and American camps. The details he provided 
the general, and the misinformation he passed back to 
Cornwallis, helped the Americans win the day at Yorktown. 


Women Spies for American Independence 


by Jodie Gilmore 


en did not take all the risks. The historical record in- 
cludes several examples of women serving the new na- 


tion as members of the intelligence/counter-intelligence 


Further south, Emily Geiger played a single, but important, part in 
the outcome of the southern campaign. When British Lord Francis 
Rawdon abandoned Fort Ninety-Six in the summer of 1781, Gen- 
eral Nathanael Greene needed to let General Thomas Sumter know. 
Greene wanted Sumter to join forces with him and force Rawdon to 
retreat even further. But the woods were alive with angry Tories, and 
none of Greene’s men were willing to attempt to deliver the message. 
Emily, a girl of 18, stepped forward to volunteer, and after memoriz- 


network. 
Anna Smith Strong, a member of the Culper Gang, was a neighbor 
of fellow gang member Abraham Woodhull. Her code name was 


Nancy, and she used her laundry line to pass on messages. For ex- 
ample, she would place her black petticoat in a specific place on 
the line when a message was ready to be rowed across the sound. 
The number of handkerchiefs on the line indicated which cove the 
whaleboat would be hiding in. 

Another notable woman, Lydia Darragh, lived in Philadelphia, 
where the British forced her to make available one of her upstairs 
rooms for conferences. According to Darragh family legend (the 
story is largely uncorroborated), Lydia eavesdropped on the British 
plans. She transcribed the plans on tiny slips of paper, and sewed the 
paper into buttons. Finally, she would sew the buttons onto the coat 
belonging to her 14-year-old son, John. John would then be sent to 
visit his brother Charles, who was a lieutenant in the Continental 
Army, camped outside the city. Charles would pass the information 
on to his superiors. 
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ing Greene’s message (in case she lost the letter), set off for Sumter’s 
camp. On the second day, she was captured by Tories. Fortunately for 
Emily, the Tories were chivalrous. Reluctant to search her personally, 
they locked Emily in a room while they located a “matron” to search 
her. Left alone for a few hours, Emily ate Greene’s letter, one small 
piece at a time. 

Not finding anything suspicious during the search, the Tories re- 
leased Emily, and a couple days later she completed her mission. 
With the addition of Sumter’s forces, Greene’s army was soon strong 
enough to assume the offensive. Punished from the assault, Rawdon 
retreated to Orangeburgh, South Carolina, while Greene camped in 
the hills above the Santee River, to wait out the heat of the sum- 
mer and restore his men’s health and energy. In the fall, Greene’s 
forces continued the offensive and soon had the British hemmed in 
at Charleston. 
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job for a spy, as he had plenty of freedom 
of movement and could interact with local 
people as well as the British themselves. It 
also gave him a good chance to return to 
Lafayette with garnered information. 

Eventually, Cornwallis himself became 
acquainted with James and came to both 
like and trust him — and soon enlisted 
James to spy for the British against Lafay- 
ette! In just a few months, James had made 
the jump from farm laborer to full-fledged 
double-agent. 

Lafayette, using James, fed the British 
information, or more properly, misinfor- 
mation. For example, he once gave James a 
fictitious order for a large number of patriot 
replacements. The force called for in the 
order never existed — but Cornwallis didn’t 
know that. James handed over the note, all 
crumpled and dirty, claiming he had found 
it in the muddy road during his latest spy 
mission. Cornwallis was taken in by the 
plan, and didn’t learn he had been tricked 
until after he lost the Battle of Yorktown. 

Moving back and forth freely between 
the British and American camps, James 
was instrumental in providing the intel- 
ligence Lafayette and Washington needed 
to plan their victory over Cornwallis. Five 
years after the war ended, with a recom- 
mendation from Lafayette himself, James 
became a freeman. He took as middle 
and surname Armistead and Lafayette, 
in honor of his former master and former 
commander. The recommendation from 
Lafayette read in part: 


This is to certify that the bearer by 
the name of James has done essential 
services to me while I had the honour 
to command in this state. His intelli- 
gences from the enemy’s camp were 
industriously collected and faithfully 
delivered. He perfectly acquitted 
himself with some important com- 
missions I gave him and appears to 
me entitled to every reward his situa- 
tion can admit of. 


Spies such as Honeyman, the members of 
the Culper Gang, and Armistead were usu- 
ally hanged if caught. The men who risked 
their lives by serving their country in this 
capacity, just a few of whom are profiled 
here, deserve to be remembered for their 
sacrifices, their daring, and their commit- 
ment to liberty. Hl 
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Bloated Bush Budget 


IrEM: White House Press Spokesman 
Scott McClellan made the following state- 
ment on February 7, after the president 
unveiled his fiscal 2006 budget: “I think if 
you look at the budget, it shows that we are 
exercising even greater spending restraint 
than we have in the previous few years. 
This is a responsible budget that funds our 
nation’s highest priorities and keeps us on 
track to cut the deficit in half over the next 
five years.” 

Irem: The lead sentence of a front-page 
story in the February § Boston Globe 
charged that “President Bush yesterday 
laid out a $2.6 trillion federal budget that 
would boost national defense while mak- 
ing the deepest cuts in social programs 
since the Reagan administration.” 

ITEM: A house editorial in the February 8 
New York Times on the fiscal 2006 federal 
budget asserted: “The deficit problem is 
a reflection of lowered revenue more than 
high spending — a fact that the president 
and the Republicans in Congress are de- 
termined to ignore.” 

CorRECTION: All of the above state- 
ments are both patently false and delib- 
erately deceptive. White House Spokes- 
man Scott McClellan claimed that the 
Bush administration is “committed to 
deficit reduction” in his February 7 press 
conference after the release of the fiscal 
2006 budget proposal to Congress. The 
Bush budget does show the deficit being 
reduced from an estimated $427 billion 
this year to $390 billion next year. How- 
ever, the president’s budget does not in- 
clude his request for $82 billion for the 
war in Iraq and Afghanistan for 2006. If 
the $82 billion were included, the pro- 
jected deficit for 2006 would be $472 
billion, a record high. 

A reporter, taking into account the 
war costs, pointedly asked McClellan: 
“So if you can just illuminate for us, if 
you’re doing such a great job at restrain- 
ing spending, why is the deficit projection 
higher for next year than it was for this 
year?” McClellan replied: 


Well, you have to go back and look 
at what we’ve been through over the 
last few years.... I can go through 
that again, but I think you’ve heard it, 
everything that we’ve been through. 
And we’re in a time of war. You must 
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CORRECTION, PLEASE! 


RECORD 
US DEFICIT 


remember that, as well. And there 
are important challenges that we 
have an obligation to meet, first and 
foremost, to protect the American 
people, to defend the homeland from 
attack and to make sure we win the 
war on terrorism. That is our nation’s 
highest priority. 


But wartime does not explain the proposed 
spending increase in President Bush’s 
new budget (from $2.48 trillion in fiscal 
2005 to $2.57 trillion in 2006) since, as 
already indicated, the administration did 
not include war costs for the coming fiscal 
year. Nor does boosting national defense 
explain the increase, since the president’s 
budget, contrary to the Boston Globe story 
quoted above, shows Defense Department 
spending falling from $444 billion in fis- 
cal 2005 to $426 billion in 2006. Also, 
over the past few Bush budgets, promised 
deficit cuts have disappeared, replaced by 
increasingly higher deficits, including the 
largest deficit on record to date ($412 bil- 
lion in 2004). 

The New York Times falsely blamed the 
“deficit problem” on President Bush’s tax 
cuts, but the truth is that the Bush budget 
estimates that the federal government will 
take in $2.05 trillion this fiscal year, a rec- 
ord high. And in 2006 it will take in $2.18 


trillion, a 6 percent increase. The growing 
deficits are not the result of declining rev- 
enues but of increased spending. 

The purpose of the Boston Globe’s as- 
sertion that President Bush would make 
“the deepest cuts in social programs since 
the Reagan administration” was to paint 
Bush as a stingy conservative hostile to the 
poor and working classes. In reality, the 
Bush budget would increase social spend- 
ing overall by 5.5 percent, from $1.588 
trillion to $1.676 trillion. Regarding Edu- 
cation Department spending specifically, 
which the Bush budget supposedly slashes, 
spending would drop from $71.0 billion in 
fiscal 2005 to $64.3 billion in 2006. Not 
mentioned in media accounts, however, is 
that fact that this budget was much smaller 
when Bush became president ($35.7 bil- 
lion in 2001). 

By way of comparison, spending on so- 
cial programs overall rose an average of 
5.5 percent per year during the eight years 
of the Clinton administration but has risen 
an average of 8.0 percent per year during 
the Bush administration to date. From a 
fiscal standpoint, the figures demonstrate 
that the federal government is actually 
more liberal and fiscally irresponsible 
during the Bush administration that it was 
when Bill Clinton was in office. 

— THOMAS R. EDDLEM 
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CORRECTION, PLEASE! 


Courting a Surrender 
of Sovereignty 


ITEM: A January 30 release from 
Citizens for Global Solutions ap- 
plauded Senator John McCain 
(R-Ariz.) for his televised remarks 
made the previous Friday at the 
World Economic Forum in Davos, 
Switzerland, in which he “de- 
clared his support for the United 
States joining the International 
Criminal Court (ICC), asserting: 
‘T want us in the ICC.’ McCain’s 
comments drastically change 
the debate on the International 
Criminal Court, in part because 
the United Nations Commission 
of Inquiry report, expected to be 
released mid-next week, likely will 
recommend a UN Security Coun- 
cil referral of the Darfur situation 
[in Sudan] to the ICC.” 

The president of Citizens for 
Global Solutions, Charles J. 
Brown, “who served as a member of the 
U.S. delegation to the Rome Conference 
on the Establishment of an International 
Criminal Court, said: ‘We can only hope 
that such sentiments go from John Mc- 
Cain’s mouth to George Bush’s ear. The 
International Criminal Court promotes 
accountability for genocide, war crimes 
and crimes against humanity. It poses no 
threat to American interests and in fact re- 
affirms fundamental American values.’” 
CORRECTION: For the record, Senator Mc- 
Cain’s reservations about potential U.S. 
membership in the ICC were downplayed 
by Citizens for Global Solutions, which fa- 
vors world government. Of potential U.S. 
membership in the ICC, McCain went on to 
say, “I’m not satisfied that there are enough 
safeguards.” Nevertheless, that caveat does 
not change the fact that a partial surrender 
of independence is still a surrender and that 
a supposedly restrained ICC will undoubt- 
edly be unleashed over time. 

Keep in mind that the ICC can compel 
an individual to testify against himself, in 
violation of the Fifth Amendment. It also 
permits double jeopardy, doesn’t require 
an impartial jury, and doesn’t allow the 
right to confront or cross-examine hostile 
witnesses — among other violations of 
the U.S. Constitution. Claiming that join- 
ing the ICC is consistent with fundamental 
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He’ll sign on: Senator John McCain from Arizona made comments at the World Economic Forum that 
indicate he is not opposed to U.S. membership in the International Criminal Court, despite the fact that 
belonging to the court would take away constitutional guarantees. 


American values is an outright falsehood 
being fed to Americans to implement a 
subversive agenda. 

But subversive agendas and double- 
dealing are the name of the game in the 
international community. For instance, 
while the U.S. has called the killings in 
Sudan “genocide,” many countries would 
prefer not to invoke treaty requirements 
that would ensue if genocide were of- 
ficially declared by the United Nations. 
(Russia, for example, supplies arms to 
Khartoum; Communist China and France 
have oil interests in Sudan.) The Bush ad- 
ministration, often mistakenly said to have 
an anti-internationalist stance, has hardly 
removed itself from the globalist camp, 
but is merely trying to shift the Sudanese 
conflict to a different tribunal. 

The Wall Street Journal, though interna- 
tionalist to the core, correctly notes, “Only 
in the U.N. do countries believe they can 
get moral credit for deploring crimes that 
they actively refuse to do anything about. 
And while no country has done more than 
the U.S. to stop the depredations against 
Darfur, the media have suddenly changed 
the subject away from sanctions against 
Sudan and focused on the Bush administra- 
tion’s ‘unilateralist’ rejection of the ICC.” 

The Bush administration’s publicized 
differences with the ICC do not reflect ani- 


mus to the United Nations — just the re- 
verse. Indeed, when the State Department 
announced in 2002 that the U.S. could no 
longer be a party to the ICC process, the 
very first objection the State Department 
cited was that the “ICC undermines the 
role of the United Nations Security Coun- 
cil in maintaining international peace and 
security.” 
You can call that position many things, 
but it’s hardly an America First agenda. 
— WILLIAM P. Hoar 


Disarming Law-abiding 
San Franciscans 


Trem: The Christian Science Monitor for 
January 31 reported that San Francisco 
could become “a pioneer in gun control,” 
saying, “In a city so often intent on mak- 
ing brash political statements, [Board of 
Supervisors member] Chris Daly’s tone is 
decidedly practical.” Mr. Daly “has pro- 
posed a ban on handguns in the city, pro- 
hibiting any resident from making, buying, 
or even owning them. If approved by vot- 
ers this fall, the ballot measure would give 
San Francisco the toughest handgun laws 
of any major city in the United States.” 
The Monitor continued: “Once again, 
this most liberal of cities stands poised to 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MARCH 7, 2005 


AP/Wide World 


take the lead on one of the most controver- 
sial areas of public policy.... Whether the 
handgun ban would be a useful addition 
to this [existing] suite of gun-control laws, 
however, is uncertain.” 

CORRECTION: If the ban passes, one thing 
is very certain: it would not stop crime 
any better than other gun-control mea- 
sures. Recently, the National Academy 
of Sciences, with a deck stacked almost 
exclusively with gun control advocates, 
used 328 pages to summarize an analysis 
of almost 400 academic articles, books, 
and official publications only to discover 
(surprise!) that it could not detect a solitary 
gun-control regulation that had reduced 
violent crime, suicide, or accidents. 

Such citywide bans have been tried 
previously. For example, it is illegal in 
Washington, D.C., for private citizens to 
possess handguns. Yet, as a spokesman for 
the National Rifle Association has pointed 
out, Washington’s experiment with strict 
gun control is not exactly a great model 
for San Francisco. “If gun control worked, 
Washington, D.C., would be the beacon,” 
commented Andrew Arulanandam. “How- 
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ever, it’s the murder capital of the United 
States.” Chicago, a city that vies with 
Washington, D.C., for murder capital of 
the world, is another city that has banned 
handguns. Tellingly, there are efforts to 
overturn those counterproductive handgun 
prohibitions in both D.C. and Chicago. 

If the San Francisco measure passes, 
residents would be forbidden to keep guns 
in their homes or businesses. Also out- 
lawed would be the sale, manufacture, and 
distribution of handguns and ammunition, 
as well as any transfer of gun licenses. The 
law would take effect in January 2006, 
and law-abiding San Franciscans would 
have 90 days to surrender their handguns 
— which is even stricter than in D.C. or 
Chicago, where those who already owned 
weapons were permitted to retain them. At 
that point, there would be another certain- 
ty. San Francisco’s handgun prohibition, 
as noted by the head of the Gun Owners 
of California, would only reduce the “oc- 
cupational hazard” for criminals. 

Taking guns away from law-abiding 
citizens goes against all that has been 
learned about reducing violent crime. 


Criminals understand deterrence, which 
is why jurisdictions that are more sensible 
have in recent years passed right-to-carry 
(RTC) laws, allowing citizens to protect 
themselves. Thirty-eight states have such 
RTC laws, up from just 10 in 1987. These 
states have 27 percent lower average vio- 
lent crime rates than non-RTC states — in- 
cluding 32 percent lower murder rates, 45 
percent lower robbery rates, and 20 per- 
cent lower aggravated assault rates. This 
is no coincidence. In their comprehensive 
study of RTC laws, researchers John Lott 
and David Mustard found, “When state 
concealed-handgun laws went into effect 
in a county, murders fell about 8 percent, 
rapes fell by 5 percent, and aggravated as- 
saults fell by 7 percent.” 

Even more important than these sta- 
tistics is the matter of liberty. In police 
states, only the police and the military 
are permitted to have firearms. Do San 
Franciscans really want to go down that 
road? As George Washington put it: “A 
free people ought not only to be armed, 
but disciplined.” 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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Volcker’s UN Whitewash 


by William F. Jasper 


about the preliminary report on corrup- 

tion in the United Nations’ oil-for-food 
program is that it is not a whitewash.” So declared 
the Washington Post in a February 5 editorial. The 
Post was referring, of course, to the “interim report” 
issued two days earlier by the so-called Independent 
Inquiry Committee (IIC) headed by former U.S. Fed- 
eral Reserve Chairman Paul Volcker. 

Not a whitewash? Well, this is one of those many 
times when one would be wise to read the Post with 
a big grain of salt. Whitewash is as good a descrip- 
tion as any, but others also come to mind: cover-up, diversion, 
damage control, scapegoating, delaying strategy. 

Volcker’s 219-page report pretends to present the results of 
a no-holds-barred investigation of the multi-billion dollar UN 
scandal. And the Post pretends to find in the report a vindica- 
tion of sorts for the UN and its embattled Secretary-General, 
Kofi Annan. Yes, the UN 
is not perfect and mistakes 
were made, but in the Post’s 
words, the report “should 
not be used as yet another 
excuse for U.N.-bashing.” 

The Post says that the 
UN “is an organization that 
is severely limited in its ca- 
pacity to manage complex 
financial and political pro- 
grams.” And this limitation, 
claims the Post, is largely 
because of “its lack of 
funds.” Guess who’s to blame for that: those stingy, UN-bashing 
American taxpayers. Or so the Post would have us believe. 

The Washington Post entitled its editorial “Naming U.N. 
Names,” implying that Volcker and his IIC cohorts really mean 
business, since they’ve actually pointed the accusatory finger at 
a few UN functionaries. 

Primarily, the blame has been focused on UN careerist Benon 
Sevan, Kofi Annan’s assistant, close friend, and the man hand- 
picked by Annan to oversee the oil-for-food scam in Iraq. “The 
evidence is conclusive,” said Mr. Volcker in a Wall Street Jour- 
nal op-ed, “that Mr. Sevan, in effectively participating in the 
selection of purchasers of oil under the Program, placed himself 
in an irreconcilable conflict of interest....” 

Now, that’s rich: Volcker pointing to conflicts of interest! 
Since Mr. Volcker has brought it up, let’s talk about conflict of 
interest. Certainly one of the most transparent conflicts of inter- 
est in this ongoing fiasco was the appointment of Mr. Volcker 
himself to head the UN’s “independent” investigations. Who ap- 


(‘74 T he first and most important point to make 


| 

Where else, except 

in the twisted moral 
universe that is the UN, 
does the organization 
being investigated for 
impropriety get to name 
its own investigators? 
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pointed him? Kofi Annan did. Where else, except in 
the twisted moral universe that is the United Nations, 
does the person or organization being investigated for 
impropriety get to name his own investigators — and 
still call it an “independent” inquiry? 

That was just for starters. While the following 
facts do not seem to conflict the conscience of Mr. 
Volcker, others might find them at least slightly rel- 
evant to the issue at hand: 

¢ Paul Volcker is a longtime supporter of the United 
Nations Association of the U.S.A. and, until recently, 
was a member of the UNA-USA board of directors 
and a major financial donor to the organization. It is no secret 
that the UNA-USA is one of the most militant organizational 
supporters, promoters, and defenders of the UN. 

¢ Kofi Annan is a regular at UNA soirees, and in its annual 
report, the UNA-USA proudly quotes Annan’s praise of the or- 
ganization’s activities on behalf of the UN. As one of the main 
cheerleaders of this propaganda-and-proselytizing arm for the 
UN, Volcker can hardly be considered an unbiased bystander. 

¢ Volcker has also served on the board of the Business Coun- 
cil for the UN, a sister organization of the UNA-USA, the pri- 
mary mission of which is rounding up corporate support for 
the UN. 

¢ Volcker has ties to the Desmarais family and Power Corpora- 
tion, the huge Canadian conglomerate at the heart of the oil-for- 
food scandal. Volcker sat on the international advisory board of 
Power Corp. with Paul Desmarais, Sr., while Paul Desmarais, Jr. 
and Andre Desmarais served as co-CEOs. The Desmarais family 
and other Power Corp. execs and directors are also major players 
in BNP Paribas, the bank that underwrote most of the oil-for- 
food scam, and TotalFinaElf, France’s largest oil company and 
a multi-billion dollar contractor with Saddam’s regime. 

¢ Volcker is also a key Insider in internationalist circles such 
as the Trilateral Commission (where he is honorary chairman), 
the Council on Foreign Relations, the Aspen Institute, and the 
Bilderberg Group — all of which have been in the vanguard of 
the movement to transform the UN into a world government. 

Thus, it is not surprising to find that Kofi Annan barely even 
rates a mention in Volcker’s 219-page report, and the UN itself 
gets praised with faint damnation. Little wonder that Annan’s 
new chief of staff, Mark Malloch Brown, characterized the re- 
port as “overall good news.... This report says the program over- 
all was apparently well managed.... The problems were limited 
to the margins.” Unless there is sustained public pressure on 
Congress really and seriously to uncover the criminality in the 
oil-for-food program, we can expect Volcker’s fellow interna- 
tionalists in the House and Senate to turn at least three of the 
five congressional investigations into similar whitewashes that 
end with more empty proposals for UN “reform.” 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MARCH 7, 2005 


“Tis our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances, 
with any portion of the foreign world....” 


- George Washington (1796) 


“Commerce with all nations, alliance with none, should be our motto.” 
- Thomas Jefferson (1799) 


“I deem (one of) the essential principles of our government (to be) 
peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations, 
entangling alliances with none....” 


- Thomas Jefferson (1801 
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